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FROM THE EDITOR 


No, It’s Not All About Trump 


The headline on our cover is, of course, a 
derivative of “Make America Great Again.” 
That slogan is now associated with Donald 
Trump. But Trump was not the first can- 
didate to use it in a presidential campaign. 

When Ronald Reagan ran for president 
in 1980, he promised in his acceptance 
speech at the Republican National Con- 
vention, “For those who have abandoned 
hope, we’ Il restore hope and we’ ll welcome 
them into a great national crusade to make 
America great again!” That message was 
recurring; Reagan campaign buttons dis- 
played the slogan, “Let’s Make America 
Great Again.” 

Nor were Republicans the only ones to 
use this phrase. When Democrat Bill Clin- 
ton announced that he was throwing his hat 
into the 1992 presidential race, he said, “I 
believe that together we can make Ameri- 
ca great again.” For Clinton, too, it was a 
recurring message. In fact, when Hillary 
Clinton ran for president in 2008, Bill as- 
serted in a radio commercial he did for her 
campaign, “It’s time for another comeback, 
time to make America great again. I know 
Hillary’s the one that can do it.” Hillary was 
fully on board with this ad. Not only did her 
campaign pay for it, but at the end of the 
ad she said, “I’m Hillary Clinton, candidate 
for president, and I approve this message.” 

But neither Bill nor Hillary Clinton 
have approved of the “Make America 
Great Again” message since Trump made 
it the rallying cry for his 2016 presidential 
campaign. 

In 2016, Bill Clinton deridingly said of 
the “Make America Great Again” slogan: 
“If you’re a white southerner you know 
exactly what it means, don’t you? What it 
means is: ‘I’ll give you an economy you 
had 50 years ago, and I’ll move you back 
up on the social totem pole and other people 
down.’” So according to Clinton, the slogan 
is a sort of racist dog whistle if Trump says 
it — but not if he says it. 

That same year, speaking to her sup- 
porters after winning the South Carolina 
Democratic primary, Hillary Clinton dis- 
missed Trump’s campaign slogan by say- 
ing, “Despite what you hear, we don’t need 
to make America great again. America has 
never stopped being great.” 

But “great” is a relative term. How great 


is America today compared to the past? 
And regardless of how great one might 
think America is today, shouldn’t the focus 
be on making America greater than now — 
including the restoration of lost greatness? 

So how can America be made great 
again? That’s where “Make America 
STATES Again” comes in. 

As do many Americans, this magazine 
believes that America has been moving 
away from greatness by moving away from 
our founding principles, which, we also 
believe, have made America history’s most 
successful experiment in liberty. Those 
principles include, to quote the Declaration 
of Independence, the “self-evident” truth 
that “‘all men ... are endowed by their Cre- 
ator with certain unalienable Rights.” Also, 
“to secure these rights, Governments are 
instituted among Men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed.” 

The U.S. Constitution created a new gov- 
ernment based on such principles. And to 
prevent this new government from exceed- 
ing its proper authority and devouring the 
rights it is supposed to protect, only a few 
limited powers were delegated to the federal 
government by the Constitution (and even 
those few powers were subdivided among 
three branches), while most powers were 
retained by the states. 

Yet the federal government has far ex- 
ceeded its delegated powers, endangering 
our freedoms, and it is long past time for the 
states to reassert their retained powers and 
rein in unconstitutional federal overreach. 
That’s the rationale for our own unique 
“Make America STATES Again” slogan. 
To learn more, please read our four cover- 
story articles beginning on page 10, as well 
as “Taking Action” on the last page. 

Finally, we recognize that there are some 
on the far-left side of the political spectrum 
who claim that America was never great, 
and that our country is now and always has 
been systemically racist. Some even go so 
far as to claim that the Constitution is a pro- 
slavery, not a pro-freedom, document, and 
that the system is so inherently racist that 
it must be destroyed rather than saved. But 
they are wrong. For evidence proving that, 
we also recommend that you read “The 
Great Emancipation” on page 37. 

— Gary Benoit 
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Gun Sales Accelerate Ahead of Election 


According to shooting-sports news website Ammoland on Sep- 
tember 11, Americans purchased more firearms in August than 
they did in July, which marked five straight years of million-or- 
more purchases. And August’s sales, according to the Firearm 
Industry Trade Association (NSSF, formerly the National Shoot- 
ing Sports Foundation), were more than eight percent ahead of 
August a year ago. Handgun sales were up by five percent over 
last August, while long-gun sales jumped 14 percent. 


all 


The NSSF admits that its estimate, based on the number of 
background checks conducted last month, is likely too low, as two 
dozen states allow purchases of multiple firearms with a single 
background check; there are no background checks for private 
transfers of firearms in many states; and there is no way for fed- 
eral agencies to know how many firearms are being made at home. 

Many reasons for the increase have been proffered: It’s an elec- 
tion year; the Marxists controlling the federal government are 
increasingly blatant about their intentions to rid the country of 
all privately owned firearms; and gun violence in Democrat-run 
cities continues to escalate despite the passage of increasingly 
onerous restrictions on gun ownership. Plus, gun prices are his- 
torically low, giving those with limited budgets the opportunity 
to provide for their own defense. 

Since the Biden administration’s takeover of the presidency in 
2021, an estimated 22 million Americans purchased a firearm for 
the very first time. They are learning the hard way just how impor- 
tant the Second Amendment-protected right to purchase, keep, bear, 
and potentially use a firearm for self-defense really is. And, they 
will be among the cohort of the other 60-million-plus gun owners 
who will be voting in November. 

Dean Weingarten, writing for Ammoland, said it right: “More 
people, less expensive guns, restoration of Second Amendment 
rights, and political ... insecurity all combine to create high fire- 
arm sales and [an increasingly] well-armed American citizenry.” 


Scottish Police Let Rape Suspects Self-declare Their Sex 


LifeSiteNews reported on September 11 that Scottish police, “Po- 
lice Scotland,” are under fire for recording the “self-declared” sex 
of individuals charged with rape even though, by law, only men 
can be charged with the crime. 

Policy-analysis group Murray Blackburn Mackenzie (MBM) 
submitted a petition to the Scottish Parliament’s Citizen Participa- 
tion and Public Petitions Committee back in 2021, noted Scottish 
paper The Herald, asking “the Scottish Government to require Po- 
lice Scotland, the Crown Office and the Scottish Court Service to 
record accurately the sex of people charged with or convicted of 
rape or attempted rape,” and requesting applicable evidence. 

Police Scotland dragged their feet, not responding until March 
2024. “The sex/gender identification of individuals who come into 
contact with the police will be based on how they present or how 
they self-declare,” wrote the cops, citing “the values of respect, 
integrity, fairness and human rights” and “promoting a strong sense 
of belonging” as justification for allowing perps to choose their 
sex. Furthermore, “Police Scotland requires no evidence or certi- 
fication as proof of biological sex or gender identity other than a 
person’s self-declaration, unless it is pertinent to any investigation 
with which they are linked as a victim, witness or accused, and it 
is evidentially critical that we legally require this proof.” 

One might think the sex of the accused would be “pertinent” 
and “evidentially critical” to the investigation of an alleged rape. 


For Women Scotland, a feminist activist group, told The Her- 
ald that the Scottish judicial system is fully complicit in this non- 
sense. Last year, a man named Adam Graham was convicted of 
raping two women. Between committing the crimes and being 
convicted, however, Graham “transitioned” to a faux woman 
going by the moniker Isla Bryson, and was listed as such in court 
papers. He was thus sent to a women’s prison at first, and only 
transferred to a men’s facility after a public outcry. 

The parliamentary committee said it will “consider [MBM’s] 
petition again” and decide “what further action it next wishes 
to take.” 
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Biden Took Record Number of Vacation Days 


In just under four years, President Joe Biden has racked up a jaw- 
dropping 532 vacation days, noted the New York Post on Septem- 
ber 7. That feat that would take the average American worker 
about 48 years to achieve, according to data from the Republican 
National Committee (RNC) and a tabulation made by the Post. 

According to the Post's report, this equates to a staggering 
40-percent out-of-office rate and puts Biden leagues ahead of his 
predecessors in terms of time off. Former President Donald Trump, 
often criticized for his frequent trips to Mar-a-Lago, only managed 
to spend 26 percent of his presidency away from Washington. Ron- 
ald Reagan and Barack Obama both clocked in at just 11 percent of 
their presidencies spent on personal trips, while Jimmy Carter must 
have missed the memo — he took only 79 vacation days during his 
entire term, a mere five percent of his time in office. 

The vacation revelation inspired much criticism. The Posts 
editorial board, for example, wrote in a follow-up article on Sep- 
tember 9: “Hand it to the president — he managed to wreck the 
economy, ignite a global conflagration and open the US border 
while basically working half-time.” 

The sentiment was echoed by Mark Paoletta, who served in the 
Trump administration. Paoletta didn’t hold back when discuss- 
ing Biden’s apparent love of R&R, stating, “The image of Biden 
fast asleep and lying flat on his back in his chair at the beach 
while America and the world [are] on fire will define the Biden 
presidency.” 


The RNC, which reportedly tracks Biden’s vacation time, sug- 
gested the reason for such a lax schedule is the president’s mental 
decline. “Given Biden’s declining stamina and proclivity for in- 
coherence, the reason for his reclusiveness isn’t exactly a secret. 
He’s not up for the job,” argued RNC spokesman Jake Schneider 
in early January, per the Washington Examiner. 

However, presidential aides consistently assert that, as did his 
predecessors, Biden continues to fulfill his duties remotely dur- 
ing his time away and remains readily available to handle any 
pressing matters. 


MS-13 Murderer Enrolled in High School During Investigation 


The MS-13 gang member who murdered a 20-year-old autistic 
girl in 2022 in Maryland was permitted to enroll in school while 
police waited to arrest him. And, as Baltimore’s Fox45 reported 
on September 10 of this year, school authorities didn’t know they 
had a dangerous murder suspect in their school system. 

Walter Martinez entered the country as an “unaccompanied 
alien child” in March 2022, in the Rio Grande Valley Border 
Sector. The Biden administration released him to live with his 
sponsor, supposedly a first cousin. In July 2022, while here ille- 
gally, the Salvadoran gang member first raped Kayla Hamilton, 
then garroted her with a phone cord. As Tammy Nobles, Kayla’s 
mother, told Fox45, he “just left her on the floor, like trash.” 


Project Baltimore/X 


Cops in Aberdeen, Maryland, had surveillance video showing 
that Martinez was the murderer, but didn’t arrest the then-17- 
year-old until January 2023, when DNA results were obtained. 

“By the fall of 2022, as police waited for the DNA results, Mar- 
tinez had been placed in foster care with [Child Protective Servic- 
es (CPS)],” the station reported. “He then enrolled at Edgewood 
High School.... No one involved told the school that a suspected 
murderer was walking the hallways with 1,400 other students.” 
At least five agencies — the Aberdeen Police Department, the 
Maryland State Police, the FBI, Immigration and Customs En- 
forcement, and Child Protective Services — hid that information 
from the school system. 

Fox45 noted that, “Under Maryland law, since Martinez had 
not yet been charged with murder, he could attend Edgewood 
High School and authorities, including CPS, were not required 
to tell the school about his past.... Harford County Public 
Schools [HCPS] told Fox45 in a statement when Martinez was 
enrolled in October 2022, ‘There was no information in our 
possession that would suggest he was a danger to other students 
and staff. HCPS is not afforded unfettered access to information 
held by law enforcement which may suggest that a potential 
student is dangerous, gang-affiliated, or suspected of heinous 
and disturbing crimes.’” 

Martinez pleaded guilty and landed a 70-year prison sentence 
in August. 
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“Look at the ring of suites.... Those suites start at 500 grand. You think there’s like a teacher group 
up in there? You think it’s like the Cub Scouts of Columbia County, South Carolina, that’s up in those 
boxes?... Those boxes are filled with the same people that they say they’re going to regulate.... They 
paid five hundred, seven hundred, a million, a million and a half to have those seats.... And the same 
thing is true with the Republican side. And they’ re going to take them down? They’ re going to change 
how it is? They are looking down from on high at the people who make the difference in their com- 
munities, and that is the reality of politics.” 

NewsNation host Chris Cuomo said the quiet part out loud from the floor of the Democratic Na- 
tional Convention in August. 


AP Images 


“We have a $68 billion [California state] deficit right now. Why in the world would the governor and 
the Democrat leadership in the Legislature be even thinking at all of expanding any type of program for 
illegal immigrants here in California? We’re already spending $5 billion a year on healthcare for illegal 
immigrants. Why are we going to expand this even farther when first, second, third, and fourth generation 
Californians can’t afford to buy a home?” 

Republican Brian Jones, the California Senate Minority Leader, appeared on Fox News after his col- 
leagues passed AB 1840 in August, giving illegal aliens up to $150,000 in home loans with $0 down. He 
called it “insulting.” 
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“The stakes this November couldn’t be higher, which is exactly why my whole family will be fighting so hard to reelect Kamala 
Harris and Coach Walz.... I am disgusted by my brother’s gaudy and obscene embrace of Donald Trump. And I completely 
disavow and separate and disassociate myself from Robert Kennedy Jr. in this flagrant and inexplicable effort to desecrate and 


trample and set fire to my father’s memory.” 
Kerry Kennedy, sister of Robert F: Kennedy, Jr., reacted on MSNBC to her brother ’s withdrawal from the presidential race 


and endorsement of Donald Trump. 


“This is a war that should have never happened. It’s a war the Russians tried repeatedly to settle on terms 
that were very, very beneficial to Ukraine and us. The major thing they wanted was for us to keep NATO 
out of the Ukraine. The big military contractors want to add new countries to NATO all the time. Why? 
Because then that country has to conform its military purchases to NATO weapon specifications, which 
means certain companies — Northrop Grumman, Raytheon, General Dynamics, Boeing, and Lockheed 
— get a trapped market.” 

Former presidential candidate Robert F. Kennedy, Jr. gave a practical, realistic explanation for U.S. 
funding of the Ukraine war with Russia during a campaign fundraising event in March. 


Gage Skidmore 


“The Center for Internet Security (CIS) manages the Election Integrity Information Sharing and Analysis Center (EI-ISAC) 
under contract to the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) to secure election systems which we are told are not connected 
to the internet. In this capacity, CIS has privileged access to sensitive election records with negligible public oversight due to its 
status as a Non-Government Organization (NGO). Significant public trust has been placed in this organization. We believe that 
the general public should be informed as to the risks associated with this trust.” 

Former Michigan state senator Patrick Colbeck posted this message on social media in September. 


— Compiled by Rebecca Terrell 
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by Christian Gomez 


minous storm clouds 
loom over our sover- 
eign states. But un- 


like most storms that move 
from west to east due to the 
jet stream, this one emerges 
from the east — just over the 
Potomac River. This gathering 
storm is measured not by a de- 
crease of barometric pressure, 
but by the consolidation of 
power in the hands of the fed- 
eral government. The destruc- 
tive winds of this hailstorm of 
federal despotism threaten our 
system of federalism and state 
sovereignty. Rather than being 
comprised of ice, its havoc- 
causing hailstones are made up 
of a litany of federal usurpa- 
tions, including: 

¢ The U.S. Department of 
Education and its use of federal 
funds to promote disastrous 
one-size-fits-all indoctrination 
schemes (e.g., evolution, sex 
education, No Child Left Behind, Com- 
mon Core, and critical race theory); 

¢ Transportation Security Administra- 
tion agents patting down citizens as crimi- 
nals and searching their personal luggage 
and bags without a warrant in direct viola- 
tion of the Fourth Amendment; 

¢ The perennial reauthorization of 
the National Defense Authorization Act 
(NDAA) and the indefinite detention of 
American citizens without due process; 

¢ Ever-increasing defense appropriations 
to fuel the military-industrial complex and 
U.S. foreign interventionism; 

¢ The Affordable Care Act (aka Obama- 
Care) with its mandate that individuals 
purchase health insurance or be “taxed” as 
a penalty, along with its death panels tar- 
geting the elderly and disabled; 

¢ Increasing restrictions on American 
citizens’ right to keep and bear arms as 
protected by the Second Amendment; and 

* Required jabs of “emergency autho- 
rized” mRNA gene-therapy-based prod- 
ucts and “vaccines” as a condition of 
employment. 
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Christian Gomez is research project manager 
for The John Birch Society. 
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Empowering the states: in 7he Federalist, No. 46, James 
Madison, regarded as the Father of the Constitution, 
instructed the states on how to resist federal usurpations. 


Did anyone foresee a gathering storm 
such as this? More importantly, how do 
we stop it? 

During the 2024 presidential elec- 
tion, voters have repeatedly heard calls 
to “Make America Great Again,” “Make 
America Wealthy Again,” and “Make 
America Healthy Again,” but one you 
might not have heard is “Make America 
STATES Again” — a solution to stop the 
storm and drive the federal behemoth back 
into its constitutional cage. 

James Madison, regarded as the Father 
of the Constitution, warned of a “gather- 
ing storm” between the federal and state 
governments, and left us instructions on 
how to stop it in The Federalist, No. 46. 
The Federalist is a series of 85 papers, or 
essays, written by James Madison, Alex- 
ander Hamilton, and John Jay, that were 
originally published in New York news- 
papers between October 1787 and May 
1788. They were addressed “To the People 
of the State of New York” to encourage 
support for ratification of the then-newly 
drafted Constitution for the United States. 
Madison’s solution in The Federalist, No. 
46 is also the subject of constitutional law 
scholar Dr. Joe Wolverton’s book “What 


Degree of Madness?” Madi- 
son’s Method to Make America 
STATES Again, an inspirational 
read that every American citizen 
and state legislator ought to thor- 
oughly familiarize themselves 
with and apply. 


Madison’s Method 

Originally published in the 
New-York Packet on January 29, 
1788, The Federalist, No. 46 
was written by James Madison, 
under the pseudonym Publius, 
as a continuation of his previous 
essay (The Federalist, No. 45) 
about the powers of the federal 
and state governments under 
the proposed Constitution. He 
penned The Federalist, No. 46 
specifically to address critics’ 
concerns that the new Constitu- 
tion would result in the “conse- 
quential annihilation of the state 
governments.” 

Madison rejected the notion 
that either the federal or state 
governments would “be able 
enlarge [their] sphere of jurisdiction at the 
expense of the other” because “it is only 
within a certain sphere, that the federal 
power can, in the nature of things, be ad- 
vantageously administered.” As Madison 
explained in his opening, he saw the fed- 
eral and state governments as being “dif- 
ferent agents and trustees of the people, 
instituted with different powers, and des- 
ignated for different purposes.” The federal 
government cannot annihilate or overstep 
the authority of the state governments, be- 
cause the newly proposed Constitution, 
Madison explained, does not grant it the 
legal power to do so. 

The powers of the proposed federal 
government were limited to only those 
specifically authorized within its sphere, or 
jurisdiction, by the Constitution. Likewise, 
the powers of the state governments are re- 
stricted from those areas that they agreed 
among themselves to grant to the federal 
government. 

Madison explained the separation of 
powers between the federal and state gov- 
ernments best in The Federalist, No. 45: 


The powers delegated by the pro- 
posed constitution to the federal gov- 
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ernment, are few and defined. Those 
which are to remain in the state gov- 
ernments are numerous and indefi- 
nite. The former will be exercised 
principally on external objects, as 
wart, peace, negotiation, and foreign 
commerce; with which last the power 
of taxation will for the most part be 
connected. The powers reserved to 
the several states will extend to all the 
objects, which, in the ordinary course 
of affairs, concern the lives, liberties 
and properties of the people; and the 
internal order, improvement and pros- 
perity of the state. 


Limited to specific areas — mainly deal- 
ings with foreign nations, such as war, 
diplomacy, and trade — the federal gov- 
ernment’s powers are “few and defined.” 
In virtually all other areas, the sovereign 
states are supreme. Nevertheless, some 
individuals feared that the proposed Con- 
stitution would enable the federal govern- 
ment to consolidate power usurped from 
the state governments. In The Federalist, 
No. 46, Madison addressed the “‘adversar- 
ies of the constitution” who believed that 
the federal and state governments would 


be “uncontrolled by any common superior 
[i.e., the people] in their efforts to usurp 
the authorities of each other.” He reminded 
them that the “ultimate authority ... resides 
in the people alone.” And if such a clash 
between the federal and state governments 
occurs, “the first and most natural attach- 
ment of the people will be to the govern- 
ments of their respective states.” Unfor- 
tunately, as Wolverton writes, “History, it 
seems, has not borne out Madison’s confi- 
dence in the connections of the people to 
their state governments.” 

Madison so strongly believed that the 
people and state governments would never 
tolerate federal encroachments on their 
state’s authority and sovereignty that he 
predicted all the states would rise up to 
confront the federal tyrant, just as they had 
recently done against a foreign tyrant. “But 
ambitious encroachments of the federal 
government, on the authority of the state 
governments, would not excite the opposi- 
tion of a single state or of a few states only. 
They would be signals of general alarm. 
Every government would espouse the 
common cause. A correspondence would 
be opened. Plans of resistance would be 
concerted. One spirit would animate and 


A “gathering storm”: Foreshadowing today’s unconstitutional consolidation of power by the 
federal government, Madison described the idea of the people and states continually electing 
“traitors” to Congress — who would “uniformly and systematically” build up “the military 


establishment” — as a “gathering storm.” 
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conduct the whole. The same combination 
in short would result from an apprehen- 
sion of the federal, as was produced by the 
dread of a foreign yoke,” Madison wrote. 

The very notion of the federal govern- 
ment overstepping its authority and en- 
croaching upon that of the states was so 
inconceivable to Madison that he posed 
the question: “But what degree of mad- 
ness could ever drive the federal govern- 
ment to such an extremity?” It’s from this 
incredulous question, which Madison asks 
in The Federalist, No. 46, that Wolverton 
titled his book. In fact, Wolverton makes 
five key observations about The Federal- 
ist, No. 46 that are key to understanding 
and applying Madison’s method to Make 
America STATES Again: 

¢ Madison contended that the people and 
the states would never continue to elect 
members to Congress “ready to betray 
both” the people and the states that elected 
them. 

¢ It was unthinkable to Madison that 
these “traitors,” as he called them, would 
vote to build up “the military establish- 
ment,” much like the military-industrial 
complex we see today. 

¢ Equally unthinkable was the notion 
that the people and their state governments 
would “silently and patiently” watch “the 
gathering storm” and just continue to sup- 
ply them with materials, or funding, to 
build up the military establishment and 
usurp more and more power for them- 
selves from the states without opposition. 

¢ Entertaining the “extravagant” notion 
of the previous three points happening and 
the federal government raising a powerful 
professional army, Madison firmly be- 
lieved “that the state governments with 
the people on their side would be able to 
repel the danger.” Madison believed that 
the militia of armed citizens, “fighting for 
their common liberties,” would greatly 
outnumber a federal standing army. 

¢ Finally, “the advantage of being 
armed, which the Americans possess over 
the people of almost every other nation,” 
coupled with their state governments hav- 
ing the power to appoint militia officers, 
would ultimately form “a barrier against 
the enterprises of ambition” that would 
be “insurmountable.” In other words, all 
states would band together and raise an 
unconquerable militia to fight against the 
federal government. 
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Regarding the first point 
above, until the ratification 
of the 17th Amendment to 
the Constitution, which pro- 
vides for the direct election 
of U.S. senators by popular 
vote in each state, the state 
legislatures elected their own 
state’s U.S. senators. The Sen- 
ate was originally intended to 
represent the interests of the 
state governments, much as 
ambassadors represent their 
nation’s interests to foreign 
governments, whereas the 
House of Representatives was 
to represent the interests of the / 
people who directly elected its 
members. 

Because of the 17th 
Amendment, state govern- 
ments no longer have any rep- 
resentation in Congress, and 
their direct influence in the 
federal government is there- 
fore neutralized. A full repeal 
of the 17th Amendment and 
a return to state legislatures 
electing their states’ U.S. 
senators in accordance with 
Article I, Section 3, Clauses 
1 and 3 of the Constitution is 
vital to help Make America 
STATES Again. 

Additionally, upholding the natural right 
to keep and bear arms, as protected by the 
Second Amendment, is paramount to mak- 
ing America states again and preventing a 
federal standing army from becoming ty- 
rannical. As Wolverton rightly points out, 
during the Viriginia ratifying convention, 
James Madison described a standing army 
as the “greatest mischief that can happen.” 
Fellow Virginian and Founding Father 
George Mason likewise warned that, “once 
a standing army is established in any coun- 
try, the people lose their liberty.” 

An armed citizenry is a bulwark against 
any standing army. All federal gun and 
arms-control laws curtailing an individu- 
al’s natural right to possess weapons are 
unconstitutional, because such “laws” vio- 
late and interfere with the states’ ability to 
maintain their militias (which are not the 
same as today’s National Guard). The Sec- 
ond Amendment was intended to prohibit 
the federal government from restricting the 
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Rightful remedy: The way to “Make America Great Again” is not simply 
to vote for the right person to serve as president. It’s to go back to the 
original understanding of the Constitution as a compact among the states 
and reassert state sovereignty. In other words, the solution is to Make 
America STATES Again. 


inherent right of the people to be armed — 
an individual freedom and natural right 
that is absolutely essential for sovereign 
states to establish and maintain militias for 
their security. That was the original plan, 
and we need to stick to it. 


A Compact Among the States 

Even more pressing and fundamental to 
stopping the storm and Make America 
STATES Again is understanding that the 
Constitution is a compact among the states. 
As Wolverton explains: 


THE STATES CREATED the fed- 
eral government, set the boundaries 
of its power, and reserved to them- 
selves all other rights not specifi- 
cally delegated to the new national 
authority. The contract containing 
the rights and responsibilities of the 
parties to this contract that created 
the federal government is called the 


Constitution. This act of 
collective consenting is 
called a compact. 


The “compact” nature of the 
Constitution is evident in the 
fact that it was drafted, and 
every aspect of it voted on, 
during the Philadelphia Con- 
vention of 1787 by deputies 
representing the states — and 
the fact that the Constitution 
> was afterward ratified by the 
states, in the form of special 
ratifying conventions held on 
a state-by-state basis. Article 
VII of the Constitution says: 
“The Ratification of the Con- 
ventions of nine States, shall 
be sufficient for the Estab- 
3 lishment of this Constitution 
between the States so ratify- 
” ing the Same.” (Emphasis 
added.) The federal govern- 
~ ment would not exist today if 
the states had not drafted and 
ratified the Constitution. 

The Constitution intention- 
ally authorizes a federal gov- 
ernment with only “few and 
defined” powers, as Madison 
explained in The Federalist, 
No. 45, which are necessary 
to conduct certain and spe- 
cific duties as an agent (or on behalf) of 
the states. The states created the federal 
government for their mutual benefit and 
interests. The federal government is sup- 
posed to be subordinate to the interests of 
the states and We the People, not the other 
way around! 

Despite these few and defined powers, 
even the most passively aware and politi- 
cally disinterested American today can see 
the gathering storm clouds of Washington 
routinely telling We the People and the state 
governments what to do. Sadly, as a result 
of lies repeatedly taught in government 
schools and by the media, Americans have 
been led to believe that al/ laws passed 
by Congress and signed by the president, 
presidential executive orders, federal regu- 
lations, and Supreme Court rulings are the 
“supreme Law of the Land” and must be 
implemented by the states as subordinates 
to the federal government. And should any 
dispute arise between the slaves and their 
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master (i.e., the states and the federal gov- 
ernment), once the Supreme Court makes 
a ruling (typically on the side of the federal 
government), that “settles” the matter. 

This widespread belief stems from a 
misunderstanding of Article VI and what 
has long been erroneously called the “Su- 
premacy Clause.” Nowhere does Article 
VI, or any other part of the Constitution, 
authorize or declare that the federal gov- 
ernment and all federal laws have suprem- 
acy over state governments and state laws. 
When Article VI declares that the “Consti- 
tution, and the Laws of the United States 
which shall be made in Pursuance thereof 
... Shall be the supreme Law of the Land,” 
the phrase “made in Pursuance thereof” 
does not mean “made in violation thereof.” 
Pursuance (or, to pursue something) means 
to follow after the object in question — in 
this case the Constitution. 

In other words, only the Constitution and 
those laws that follow the Constitution — 
as in keeping with the Constitution — are 
the supreme law of the land. This implies 
that those “laws” not made in pursuance of 
the Constitution are not the supreme law of 
land. As such, and in accordance with their 


a \ 


oath of office, members of the state legisla- 
tures are to regard such “laws” as nothing 
more than usurpations, and either ignore 
them or declare them to be null, void, and 
of no legal effect within the borders of their 
sovereign states. In fact, in The Federalist, 
No. 33, Alexander Hamilton wrote: 


But it will not follow from this doc- 
trine that acts of the larger society 
which are not pursuant to its consti- 
tutional powers, but which are inva- 
sions of the residuary authorities of 
the smaller societies, will become the 
supreme law of the land. These will 
be merely acts of usurpation, and will 
deserve to be treated as such. [Em- 
phasis in original. ] 


It is essential that state legislators have a 
proper understanding of the enumerated 
powers of Congress to determine what is 
pursuant to the Constitution. The act of 
state legislators declaring federal acts that 
are not warranted by the enumerated pow- 
ers in the Constitution to be “null, void, 
and of no legal effect” in their state is 
called nullification. “If nullification is to 


Locked and loaded: Upholding the natural right to keep and bear arms, as protected by the 
Second Amendment, is paramount to making America states again and repelling a tyrannical 


federal standing army. 
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be successfully deployed and defended, 
states’ lawmakers must remember that 
the Constitution is a creature of the states 
and that the federal government was given 
very few and very limited powers over 
objects of national importance. Any act of 
Congress, the courts, or the president that 
exceeds that small scope is null, void, and 
of no legal effect. No exceptions,” empha- 
sizes Wolverton. 


The Case for Nullification 

Nullification is deeply rooted in U.S. 
history — particularly of the American 
people expressing their collective inter- 
est as states. From the settlement of the 
American Colonies to the War for Inde- 
pendence, American Colonists always 
banded together through, and in the name 
of, their respective Colonies and states to 
resist tyranny. The people’s inherent sov- 
ereignty is expressed first and foremost 
through their state governments, which 
in turn sublet a portion of that sover- 
eignty to the federal government. James 
Madison understood and explained this 
in The Federalist, No. 46, writing, “The 
federal and state governments are in fact 
but different agents and trustees of the 
people, instituted with different powers, 
and designated for different purposes.” 
(Emphasis added.) 

The heart and soul of Madison’s method 
to Make America STATES Again is the 
concept and proper use of nullification. 
In The Federalist, No. 46, Madison un- 
derstood that “the first and most natural 
attachment of the people will be to the 
governments of their respective states.” 
He firmly went on to say: 


The disquietude [i.e., uneasiness, 
anxiety, or lack of tranquility] of the 
people, their repugnance and perhaps 
refusal to co-operate with the officers 
of the union, the frowns [or disap- 
proval] of the executive magistracy 
of the state [i.e., governor], the em- 
barrassments created by legislative 
devices [1.e., state legislation nullify- 
ing federal acts], which would often 
be added on such occasions [i.e., done 
frequently] would oppose in any state 
difficulties not to be despised; would 
form in a large state very serious im- 
pediments, and where the sentiments 
of several adjoining states happened 
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to be in unison, would present ob- 
structions which the federal govern- 
ment would hardly be willing to en- 
counter. [Emphasis added. ] 
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In other words, the awakened, anxious, 
and troubled people, acting through 
their state government, would refuse 
to comply or cooperate with federal 
agents; the governor of their state 
would likewise disapprove of the fed- 
eral usurpation; the state legislature 
would pass legislation to nullify imple- 
mentation every time the federal gov- 
ernment usurps its authority; and if the 
same sentiments or feelings triggered a 
similar response from additional states, 
the federal government would not have 
the ability or willpower to continue, 
and therefore would stop. That’s how 
we stop the gathering storm. If we do 
that often enough, we can and will 
Make America STATES Again. 

Despite efforts by socialists and 
historical revisionists in academia and 
in charge of government schools who 
equate nullification with the events 
leading up to the Civil War, nothing could 
be further from the truth. Nullification, as 
advocated by James Madison and Thom- 
as Jefferson, is rooted in the principle 
that the states, as sovereign entities, have 
the duty to reject federal overreach. It is 
the “rightful remedy” against unconstitu- 
tional acts, designed to protect liberty and 
prevent the centralization of power. Nul- 
lification enforces and strengthens the 
Constitution by encouraging all parties 
to abide by its limitations. 

Modern nullification is about restoring 
the proper balance of power between the 
states and the federal government, ensur- 
ing that laws not made in pursuance of the 
Constitution have no binding authority on 
the people. It is the states, acting in their 
sovereign capacity, that serve as the check 
on federal overreach, just as the Founders 
intended. Far from being a divisive relic 
of the past, nullification today is about up- 
holding constitutional order and protecting 
the liberties of all Americans. 

Every year legislation is filed in state 
legislatures across the country declaring 
federal usurpations masquerading as laws 
to be “null, void, and of no legal effect.” 
Recent examples of unwarranted federal 
acts targeted by state legislators include 
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ObamaCare, federal deployments of state 
National Guard units to participate in un- 
declared wars overseas, indefinite deten- 
tion of American citizens and other egre- 
gious aspects of the NDAA, curtailments 
of citizens’ right to keep and bear arms 
as protected by the Second Amendment, 
mRNA vaccine mandates, legal-tender 
laws, and the potential establishment of a 
Federal Reserve-based central bank digital 
currency. 

It is imperative that these proper appli- 
cations of nullification pass in each state, 
and that more are filed and enacted every 
time the federal government violates the 
Constitution and usurps the authority of 
the state governments. The more states 
nullify federal usurpations, thereby forc- 
ing the federal government to adhere to 
the original terms of the compact among 
the states (the Constitution), the bet- 
ter off, happier, and 
more tranquil our 
country will be. Fre- 
quent nullification 
by state legislatures 
of every unconsti- 
tutional federal act 
will create a sense 
of understanding 
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Leaders are readers: “What Degree 

of Madness?” Madison’s Method to 

Make America STATES Again, by Dr. Joe 
Wolverton, is a timely book with timeless 
wisdom that ought to be required reading 
for all citizens and state legislators, 
especially those seriously concerned about 
federal overreach. 


between the federal and state govern- 
ments, reduce tension between them, 
and help reinforce federalism. Nulli- 
fication requires boldness. State leg- 
islators must resolutely stand on their 
constitutional high ground. 

The opposite of nullification is subor- 
dination — the states accepting all un- 
constitutional federal acts, simply allow- 
ing the federal government to usurp their 
authority and consolidate more power. 
“The failure of the people to force the 
states to flex the muscle of nullifica- 
tion has led to atrophy, leaving them 
too weak to put up a good fight against 
the federal assault on the sovereignty of 
the states and the liberty of the people,” 
Wolverton rightly warns. 

“What Degree of Madness?” Madi- 
sons Method to Make America STATES 
Again, by Wolverton, ought to be re- 
quired reading for a// American citizens, 
especially state lawmakers. Building 
this awareness and understanding about 
nullification is essential to dispersing 
the dark clouds of despotism and re- 
turning the federal government to obe- 
dience to Constitution as the Founders 
intended. The John Birch Society (the 
parent organization of The New Ameri- 
can) is likewise committed to Madison’s 
cause of constitutional government and 
federalism, which is why it has adopted 
his method to Make America STATES 
Again as part of its agenda. To order 
Wolverton’s book, please see the ad on 
the inside back cover. For additional 
information, tools, and resources about 
nullification, visit JBS.org/nullify. 


@ Additional copies of this issue of The 
New American are available at quantity- 
discount prices. To place your order, visit 
www.shopjbs.org. 
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by Peter Rykowski 


mericans across the country are anxiously 
Avene the upcoming elections for U.S. pres- 

ident and Congress. Depending on who wins, 
the results will inevitably alter our nation’s trajectory 
— or so the thinking goes. 

Not so fast. In reality, the American system of gov- 
ernment, as designed by the Founding Fathers, has sev- 
eral key firewalls protecting citizens from encroach- 
ments on their God-given rights — and one of those 
firewalls is the principle of federalism. Under our sys- 
tem, the states are sovereign republics, and power is 
divided between them and the federal government. The 
states retain the vast majority of powers; the U.S. Con- 
stitution delegates only specific, limited powers to the 
federal government. In The Federalist, No. 51, James 
Madison highlighted the strength of America’s feder- 
alist system. Describing the United States as a “com- 
pound republic” with power “divided between two dis- 
tinct governments,” he noted that this system provides 
“a double security ... to the rights of the people.” 

To protect citizens’ God-given rights, states must 
reclaim the sovereignty that they have lost to federal 
be a e j # usurpations, including by nullifying unconstitutional 

a, —— federal acts and rejecting all federal funding. While this 

[ | ist ta ay fy dj i rm A ii is essential, more is needed: State governments must 

| 1} Vie oh ensure that their own policies protect God-given rights 

‘ and align with the limited-government principles of the 
Founding Fathers. 

The U.S. Declaration of Independence, which out- 
lines the philosophical basis for the American form of 
government, declares that “all men ... are endowed 
by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights,” and 
“that to secure these rights, Governments are insti- 
tuted among Men.” And Article IV, Section 4 of the 
U.S. Constitution stipulates, “The United States shall 
guarantee to every State in this Union a Republican 
Form of Government.” Are state governments currently 
securing their citizens’ God-given rights? And are they 
adhering to a republican form of government, one that 
operates under the rule of law and not the rule of men? 
Unfortunately, states have largely abandoned repub- 
licanism in key areas. What follows is a selection of 
these areas — and the ways states can restore adherence 


to fundamental American principles. 


STATE GOVERNMENT  sireet enaeae 


Direct democracy — including legislative-initiated ref- 
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States have abandoned republicanism in key erendums and citizen-initiated ballot measures — is one 
r -Here’s how they can rea ly basic of the greatest departures from republican government 
Hele - . PPIy by the states. Until the late 19th century, referendums 
American principles. were seldom used — and only for significant measures 


such as ratifying a new state constitution, or for purely 
local matters. Widespread adoption of direct democ- 
Peter Rykowski is a research associate for The John Birch Society, managing JBS° legislative racy at the state level — particularly to bypass state 
alerts, and is editor of the JBS Bulletin. legislatures — began with South Dakota’s adoption of 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 17 


an initiative process in 1898. This adop- 
tion coincided with the growing popularity 
of “democracy,” and a rejection of tradi- 
tional American republicanism, among the 
“progressive” intelligentsia. Two decades 
later, direct democracy had been widely 
adopted by state governments, and Harry 
F. Atwood in his 1918 book Back to the 
Republic included it as a major example 
of how states had “drifted away from the 
moorings of the [federal] Constitution.” 
Today, every state except Delaware re- 
quires a popular referendum as part of the 
process for changing the state constitution 
— usually with a bare majority needed 
for ratification. Meanwhile, 26 states 
allow citizen-initiated ballot measures, 
which completely bypass the legislature, 
to change the state constitution, enact new 
statutes, and/or override legislatively en- 
acted laws. 

What is wrong with allow- 
ing citizens to vote directly 
on laws? While it may sound 
appealing, direct democracy is 
incompatible with the Ameri- 
can form of government, en- 
ables mob rule, and makes 
it easier for governments to 
violate God-given rights. Al- 
though modern-day politi- 
cians, academics, and media 
personalities regularly label 
the United States a “democ- 
racy,” the Founding Fathers 
established it as a constitu- 
tional republic. Unlike democ- 
racies, which are governed by 
the ever-changing whims and 
passions of the majority — or 
demagogues who manipulate 
it — republics operate under 
the rule of law and protect un- 
alienable, God-given rights. 
In his 1961 speech Repub- 
lics and Democracies, John 
Birch Society founder Robert 
Welch noted that the Found- 
ing Fathers created a system 
in which “laws ... could not 
be changed without laborious 
and deliberate changes in the 
very structure of that govern- 
ment.” However, under direct 
democracy, it is easy to enact 
radical and poorly thought- 
out laws and constitutional 
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amendments. After all, most people, busy 
with their daily lives, find little time to re- 
search the referenda on their state ballots, 
and their lack of information makes it eas- 
ier for them to be led astray, or to vote for 
what might sound good without thought- 
fully considering the ramifications. 

The Founding Fathers despised democ- 
racy, and took pains to differentiate it from 
the American form of government. For ex- 
ample, James Madison wrote in The Fed- 
eralist, No. 10, “Democracies have ever 
been spectacles of turbulence and conten- 
tion; have ever been found incompatible 
with personal security or the rights of 
property; and have in general been as short 
in their lives as they have been violent in 
their deaths.” And Alexander Hamilton, 
speaking at the New York ratifying con- 
vention in 1788, declared, “The ancient 
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Rogue court: In the 1960s, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that states 
must apportion their legislative districts solely by population, a major 
step toward democracy. Justice John Marshall Harlan Il, the sole 
dissenter in Reynolds v. Sims, condemned the decision as violating 
state sovereignty. 
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democracies, in which the people them- 
selves deliberated, never possessed one 
feature of good government. Their very 
character was tyranny; their figure defor- 
mity.” Summarizing the Founders’ attitude 
in a 2001 article for The New American, 
William F. Jasper noted, “[They] saw that 
the only proper and practical means of en- 
acting laws under a system of self-govern- 
ment would be through representatives in 
deliberative bodies. There, representatives 
could read, review, study, debate, propose, 
deliberate, and decide in an ordered atmo- 
sphere — with the benefit of input from 
their constituents.” 

A major problem with direct democ- 
racy is that it empowers demagogues 
and special interests rather than ordinary 
citizens — and observers from across 
the political spectrum have recognized 
this. For example, in a 2008 
editorial for San Francisco 
news site SFGate, editor John 
Diaz criticized California’s 
initiative process because it 
“is no longer the antidote to 
special interests and the mon- 
eyed class; it is their vehicle 
of choice to attempt to get 
their way without having to 
endure the scrutiny and com- 
promise of the legislative pro- 
cess.” Indeed, an analysis of 
state ballot measures in recent 
years affirms this statement. 
In particular, leftist groups 
and donors have used direct 
democracy to enact radical 
policies, including legalized 
abortion, ranked-choice vot- 
ing, Medicaid expansion, and 
raising the minimum wage. 
These measures have often 
passed in conservative-lean- 
ing states whose legislatures 
would have rejected such pro- 
posals. Although conservative 
groups have sometimes enact- 
ed limited-government poli- 
cies via direct democracy, the 
process has been used mostly 
to increase the size of govern- 
ment. And, regardless of how 
it is used, direct democracy 
inherently contradicts the lim- 
ited-government principles of 
the Founding Fathers. States 
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should repeal such policies and 
return to representative gov- 
ernment as advocated by the 
Founders. 


Legislative Apportionment 
Legislative apportionment and 
redistricting — particularly the 
judicially imposed principle of 
“one man, one vote” and redis- 
tricting commissions — is an- 
other area in which many states 
have diverged from a republican 
form of government. 

Until the mid-20th century, 
the states used different and 
unique methods of apportion- 
ing state legislative districts. 
Although many based appor- 
tionment on population, others 
did so based wholly or partially 
on political subdivisions — usu- 
ally counties — for one or both 
houses. For example, states in- 
cluding Montana, New Jersey, 
and South Carolina apportioned 
one state senator per county. 
States including Alabama and 
Iowa required each county to 
have at least one state represen- 
tative, with the remaining seats 
apportioned by population. And 
states including California and 
Texas apportioned their senates roughly 
on population, but required no more than 
one senator per county. Regardless of 
these states’ specific methods, they pre- 
vented one or a handful of geographically 
small urban areas from dominating the 
rest of the state. This is similar to how the 
U.S. Senate is composed on the federal 
level (two senators per state, regardless of 
population), and ensures adequate repre- 
sentation of the states’ geographic regions 
while limiting the dangerous impulses of 
majoritarian democracy. 

In the 1960s, however, the U.S. Su- 
preme Court struck down the state-level 
apportionment methods. In Baker v. Carr 
(1962), Gray v. Sanders (1963), and Reyn- 
olds v. Sims (1964), it imposed the judi- 
cially manufactured requirement of “one 
man, one vote” on state elections — states 
subsequently needed to apportion their 
legislative districts solely on population. 
In his dissent in Reynolds v. Sims, Justice 
John Marshall Harlan II noted that “these 
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Rule by “experts”? Supporters of technocratic judicial nominating 
commissions claim they result in better-qualified judges. However, 
Professor Brian Fitzpatrick of Vanderbilt University has found that 
they promote and entrench a left-wing bent in state judiciaries. 


decisions ... have the effect of placing 
basic aspects of state political systems 
under the pervasive overlordship of the 
federal judiciary.” Although having no 
constitutional basis and blatantly violat- 
ing the 10th Amendment, these decisions 
moved states significantly away from a 
republican form of government and to- 
ward democracy. Today, states including 
Georgia, Illinois, New York, and Washing- 
ton are dominated politically by populous 
urban areas that dictate policies state- 
wide. The Supreme Court’s opinions on 
this topic are unconstitutional, and states 
should enforce the U.S. Constitution by 
refusing to enforce (i.e., nullifying) them. 

A more recent development is states’ 
adoption of redistricting commissions 
to redraw legislative boundaries. Begin- 
ning with Arkansas’ adoption of such a 
commission in 1956 via popular refer- 
endum, 15 states have enacted measures 
bypassing their legislatures in redistrict- 
ing. In most of these states, redistricting 


commissions are composed of 
unelected members who are 
unaccountable to legislators or 
voters, yet have total authority 
to determine their states’ leg- 
islative district lines. Support- 
ers of such commissions argue 
that they prevent gerrymander- 
ing and result in fairer repre- 
sentation. However, this is not 
necessarily true. For example, 
in the 2010 redistricting cycle, 
California Democrats used the 
state’s independent redistricting 
commission to draw maps that 
overrepresented Democrats. Ac- 
cording to a 2011 ProPublica re- 
port, “The citizens’ commission 
had pledged to create districts 
based on testimony from the 
communities themselves.... To 
get around that, Democrats sur- 
reptitiously enlisted local voters, 
elected officials, labor unions 
and community groups to tes- 
tify in support of configurations 
that coincided with the party’s 
interests.” In the 2012 elections, 
Democrats gained seats in the 
U.S. House of Representa- 
tives, even though Republicans 
had seen faster demographic 
growth. According to Professor 
Doug Johnson of the Rose Institute, whom 
ProPublica interviewed, “By the numbers, 
Republicans should have held at least the 
same number of seats, but they lost.” In 
the 2020 redistricting cycle, California’s 
maps again gave Democrats a dispropor- 
tionate advantage. Letting unelected “ex- 
perts,” rather than elected representatives, 
make decisions doesn’t lead to better or 
fairer outcomes. 

Redistricting commissions are an ex- 
ample of technocracy — that is, central 
planning under the rule of elites and “ex- 
perts.” As Patrick Wood notes in his 2018 
book Technocracy: The Hard Road to 
World Order, technocracy is the preferred 
government of those pushing for a global 
“New World Order,” and one can see its 
implementation in globalist programs 
such as the UN’s 2030 Agenda for Sus- 
tainable Development. Although much of 
the focus on technocracy is at the global 
level, it is also being implemented by state 
governments, particularly by having the 
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duties of elected representatives fulfilled 
instead by “experts” who will supposedly 
do the same work in a more professional 
manner. Technocracy and democracy are 
incompatible with America’s republican 
form of government — and both ultimate- 
ly lead to oligarchy. This is explained in 
more detail in The John Birch Society 
video Overview of America, which can be 
viewed at https://jbs.org/video/featured/ 
overview-of-america. 

States should resist pressure to adopt re- 
districting commissions. Those that have 
already adopted these institutions should 
repeal them and return to representative 
government. 


Judicial Selection 

States’ processes for selecting judges are 
another area in which many have aban- 
doned republican government for democ- 
racy and technocracy. Until 1832, every 
state selected judges via appointment by 
either the governor (often with the con- 
sent of the legislature or executive coun- 
cil) or the legislature, roughly mirroring 
the process prescribed under the federal 


Constitution. In 1832, however, Missis- 
sippi adopted a new state constitution that 
required the direct election of state judges, 
and New York did the same in 1846. By 
the end of the 19th century, the vast major- 
ity of states directly elected their judges. 
While electing judges may sound posi- 
tive, it is yet another step toward democ- 
racy and away from representative govern- 
ment. Furthermore, electing judges forces 
them to make campaign promises that po- 
tentially conflict with their duty to uphold 
the law. Atwood, in Back to the Republic, 
decried the election of judges as “a gross 
error” for this very reason. He also noted 
that direct election of any state officials 
besides the governor and legislators al- 
lows them to avoid “full responsibility for 
the quality of public service” and leads to 
“useless expenditures, excessive legisla- 
tion and chaotic administration,” as well as 
“less competent men in the public service.” 
During the 20th century, a new method 
for selecting judges — albeit one just as 
repugnant to republican government — 
grew in popularity: judicial “merit selec- 
tion,” also called the “Missouri Plan” after 
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Pay rent to the government? Property taxes are incompatible with property rights and amount 
to paying rent to the government. Some state officials, including Texas Governor Greg Abbott, 
have expressed support for abolishing property taxes — but much more work is needed to fully 


restore property rights. 
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the state that first adopted it in 1940. Under 
this method, judicial nominating com- 
missions, usually composed of unelected 
lawyers, select a handful of judicial nomi- 
nees. The state governor must choose one 
of the pre-selected nominees, and cannot 
consider alternatives. Although its sup- 
porters claim it leads to more qualified 
judges, judicial merit selection is a major 
example of technocracy, since unelected 
“experts,” rather than elected representa- 
tives, make important decisions under this 
system. Furthermore, judges appointed 
under this system lean toward the left 
when compared to those appointed under 
other systems. For example, in a 2009 law- 
review paper, Professor Brian Fitzpatrick 
of Vanderbilt University argued that, be- 
cause of “the powerful role it accords law- 
yers and, in particular, state bar associa- 
tions,” merit selection “may simply move 
the politics of judicial selection into closer 
alignment with the ideological preferences 
of the bar,” which leans left. And in an in- 
depth 2017 study, Fitzpatrick found that 
states using merit selection or nonpartisan 
elections had judiciaries “skewed to the 
left” compared to “the public at large in 
those states.” 

Although each state’s judicial system 
is different, 21 states currently elect their 
judges, while another 21 use a variant 
of merit selection. To help restore adher- 
ence to republican government by elect- 
ed representatives, these states should 
return to a system modeled after the fed- 
eral Constitution. 


State Constitutions and Bureaucracies 
Particularly since the late 19th century, the 
size and scope of state governments have 
grown dramatically. The length and provi- 
sions of state constitutions help illustrate 
this. While the U.S. Constitution, includ- 
ing its 27 amendments, has 7,591 words, 
the 50 state constitutions have on average 
about 39,000 words each. Vermont’s is the 
shortest at 8,565 words, while Alabama’s 
is the longest at 369,380 words (down 
from about 402,000 before a technical re- 
vision in 2022). The specific provisions of 
state constitutions are more important than 
raw word count, however, and they man- 
date state involvement in areas far outside 
the proper, God-given role of government. 
According to liberal Professor Jorge M. 
Farinacci-Fernds in a 2023 law-review ar- 
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ticle, “Many state constitutions 
are truly modern documents 
that address important social, 
economic, and political issues 
from a progressive perspective” 
and are “indispensable tools 
in the pursuit of progressive 
change.” For example, every 
state constitution mandates a 
government-education system, 
and many include provisions 
on organized labor, welfare, 
the environment, direct democ- 
racy, and positive “rights” that 
compel big-government action. 
Meanwhile, multiple state con- 
stitutions either have watered- 
down protections of the right 
to keep and bear arms or lack 
them entirely. Atwood, in Back 
to the Republic, noted in 1918 
that even then many states had 
“modeled their constitutions 
less and less after the plan of 
the Federal Constitution,” and 
one can clearly see this today. 

Also, state bureaucracies 
have grown enormously. In 
1959, 51 agencies or depart- 
ments on the same subject 
(education, corrections, etc.) 
existed in 38 or more states — 
already far larger than just a few decades 
earlier. By 2019, however, that number 
had grown to 121. Meanwhile, the number 
of full-time state employees quadrupled 
from about 950,000 in 1953 to 3.9 million 
in 2023. Much of this bureaucracy lies far 
outside the proper role of government. 
For example, according to a report by 
the National Association of State Budget 
Officers (NASBO), 56.9 percent of total 
state spending in fiscal 2023 went toward 
education or Medicaid, areas in which 
state governments should not be involved. 
Furthermore, states participate in many 
federal programs, ranging from law en- 
forcement to social welfare. For instance, 
all but 10 states have voluntarily adopted 
Medicaid expansion in compliance with 
ObamaCare (and the holdouts face heavy 
pressure to do the same), and all 50 states 
have complied with the unconstitutional 
Real ID Act (a national ID card). These 
state-adopted federal programs encourage 
and entrench big government. 

State bureaucracies often operate inde- 
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Not a democracy: The Founding Fathers designed the United States 
as a constitutional republic, and warned against democracy. In The 
Federalist, James Madison (portrayed above) condemned democracies 
as “spectacles of turbulence and contention.” 


pendently of — or contrary to — state leg- 
islatures. Atwood, in Back to the Republic, 
criticized the states for “appointing boards 
and commissions, and creating other agen- 
cies that merely result in ... confusing gov- 
ernmental procedure.” Lack of adherence 
to legislatively enacted laws was clearly 
seen during Covid-19 in 2020, when state 
agencies across the country unilaterally im- 
posed pandemic restrictions and removed 
election-integrity safeguards. Although 
multiple states have since enacted legisla- 
tion reining in their respective bureaucra- 
cies, much more work remains in this area: 
According to a 2023 report on state emer- 
gency executive powers by the Maine Poli- 
cy Institute, the average score for states was 
only 55.9 ona scale of 0 to 100, with 100 
signifying the strongest checks on execu- 
tive power. Ultimately, significantly trim- 
ming state bureaucracy and involvement in 
federal programs, and removing big-gov- 
ernment elements from state constitutions, 
would go a long way toward restoring re- 
publican government. 


Big-government Revenue 
With bigger government bu- 
reaucracy come higher and 
more intrusive taxes. Al- 
though some states had occa- 
sionally taxed certain aspects 
of income, inheritance, and 
property since the Colonial 
era, these forms of taxation 
began in earnest in the late 
19th and early 20th centuries. 
For example, the first modern 
state individual income taxes 
— which deny individuals the 
whole fruit of their labor — 
were adopted by Hawaii (still 
a USS. territory at the time) in 
1901 and Wisconsin in 1911. 
Most states had imposed indi- 
vidual income taxes by the late 
1930s, and today, all but nine 
tax personal income. Estate 
and inheritance taxes, which 
deny one’s property or sav- 
ings to his descendants, saw 
similar expansion, beginning 
with New York’s imposition 
of an inheritance tax in 1885. 
By 1916, 43 states had such a 
tax, and every state had one by 
the end of the 20th century. Al- 
though most states repealed or 
ended their inheritance and/or estate taxes 
in the early 2000s — driven by changes in 
a 2001 federal tax law — 17 states still im- 
pose them. By repealing these taxes, states 
would help guarantee their citizens’ God- 
given right to “the pursuit of Happiness.” 
Property taxes — which amount to 
paying rent to the government in order 
to live on one’s own property — are an 
even greater violation of individual free- 
dom. Although they are levied by local 
governments (counties, municipalities, 
school districts, etc.), state governments 
ultimately decide how — if at all — lo- 
calities may tax property. The Found- 
ing Fathers recognized the importance 
of property rights in a free society. For 
example, John Adams, in A Defence of 
the Constitutions of Government of the 
United States of America, declared that 
“the moment the idea is admitted into 
society, that property is not as sacred as 
the laws of God ... anarchy and tyranny 
commence.” And Madison, in The Fed- 
eralist, No. 10, noted that democracy is 
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Serving the feds: States are highly dependent on federal funding, entrenching big government 
and giving the federal government significant control over state policies. For example, the EPA’s 
Climate Pollution Reduction Grants program requires participating states to implement draconian 


federal environmental restrictions. 


“incompatible with ... the rights of prop- 
erty.” However, property taxes are cur- 
rently levied in virtually every county. 
As of 2022, the average state property- 
tax rate ranged from 0.26 percent in Ha- 
waii to 2.08 percent in New Jersey. In 15 
counties — all in California, New Jer- 
sey, New York, and Virginia — the me- 
dian property tax owed annually exceeds 
$10,000. In Property Rights: As Sacred 
as the Laws of God, John Birch Society 
CEO Emeritus Art Thompson notes how 
property taxes are antithetical to prop- 
erty rights: “Try not paying your taxes 
and you will soon find out whether you 
own your property, or whether the gov- 
ernment really owns it in the fullest sense 
of the word.” In recent years, some state 
leaders have recognized the problems 
of property taxes. For example, in June 
2023, Texas Governor Greg Abbott noted 
that “Texans want to own their property, 
not rent it from the government.... We 
will put Texans on the pathway to elimi- 
nate property taxes.” Despite these initial 
steps, though, much more work is needed 
to fully protect property rights and end 
property taxes. 

State governments also rely on the fed- 
eral government for much of their reve- 
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nue. Federal grants to states and localities 
were virtually nonexistent before the late 
19th century, largely because Americans 
understood the limited, constitutional role 
of the federal government. In 1902, only 
five federal grants existed, funding less 
than one percent of total state revenue. By 
2018, however, that number had ballooned 
to 1,274 grants, comprising large portions 
of states’ overall revenue. According to the 
aforementioned NASBO report, 35.3 per- 
cent of total state spending in fiscal 2023 
came directly from the federal govern- 
ment, and the states most reliant on fed- 
eral funding that year were Louisiana at 
50.3 percent, Oklahoma at 49.2 percent, 
and Montana at 48.9 percent. 

Of course, any federal funding comes 
with strings attached — specifically, re- 
quirements to implement federal poli- 
cies. For example, 45 states (all except 
Florida, Iowa, Kentucky, South Dakota, 
and Wyoming) participate in the federal 
Environmental Protection Agency’s Cli- 
mate Pollution Reduction Grants program. 
In exchange for receiving funding, states 
must create two “Climate Action Plans” 
that will “incorporate a variety of measures 
to reduce [greenhouse gas] emissions from 
across their economies in six key sectors 
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(electricity generation, industry, transpor- 
tation, buildings, agriculture/natural and 
working lands, and waste management)” 
— in other words, implement draconian 
environmental policies on behalf of the 
federal government. Federal threats of 
withholding funding also deter states from 
nullifying unconstitutional federal poli- 
cies. The costs of accepting federal fund- 
ing — namely big-government policies 
and the erosion of state sovereignty — far 
outweigh any perceived benefits. 

If states simply eliminated all big- 
government programs and unnecessary 
spending, the taxes and revenue sources 
listed above would be entirely unneces- 
sary. States should trim big government 
while also eliminating income, inheri- 
tance, and property taxes, and all depen- 
dence on federal funding. 


Restoring State Government 

This article covers only a limited number 
of the ways that states have departed from 
the principles of the Founding Fathers. 
For example, much could be written about 
the problems with ranked-choice voting, 
term limits, Nebraska’s unicameral legis- 
lature, or the benefits of sound-money leg- 
islation. However, restoring adherence to 
founding principles in the areas discussed 
in the article would go a long way toward 
restoring republican government at the 
state level. 

How do we achieve this? First, it is es- 
sential to create an informed electorate, ed- 
ucating them about these largely forgotten 
principles and how we can reapply them. 
Second, we must take action to influence 
and pressure elected officials to adhere to 
foundational American principles. All this 
requires organization to be effective, and 
The John Birch Society has been leading 
this effort to protect our constitutional Re- 
public. Also, because of the importance of 
having elected officials who defend con- 
stitutional and limited-government princi- 
ples, The John Birch Society, through The 
New American, publishes the Freedom 
Index and Congressional and Legislative 
Scorecards, which reveal federal and state 
legislators’ fidelity — or lack thereof — 
to those principles. Through these efforts, 
we can restore state government according 
to the republican and limited-government 
principles of the Founding Fathers. Will 
you join us? 
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State legislation is as important as federal legislation, if not more so. 
Use our Scorecards to hold your state lawmakers accountable. 


by Kyle Flemming 


o you know who your state leg- 
Discs are? Do they know the 

purpose of government? How 
faithful are they to the U.S. Constitution? 
And what can we do if they violate our 
God-given rights? 

The John Birch Society’s state Legis- 
lative Scorecards, published by The New 
American and available for free at The- 
FreedomIndex.org, were created to help 
you answer these important questions and 
provide a practical solution. They’ re a pow- 
erful and effective tool in the hands of “We 
the People,” giving you, the individual citi- 
zen, the ability to keep an eye on your state 
legislators, track their voting records, and 
hold them accountable. 

Making informed decisions about 


Kyle Flemming is a legislative researcher for The 
John Birch Society and an adjunct professor of po- 
litical science. 
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your state’s lawmakers is more crucial 
today than ever before. Not only is 2024 
a presidential election year in the United 
States, but Covid-19, the 2020 election, 
and the overturning of Roe v. Wade have 
increasingly brought to our attention 
the reality that the fate and freedom of 
millions of Americans — especially the 
preborn — remains in the balance of the 
legislatures of the several states. Did your 
state legislators push back against the 
draconian “lockdown” policies? Where 
do they stand when it comes to abortion, 
gun control, illegal migration, or election 
integrity? Are they pro-life, pro-liberty, 
and pro-property? 


Based on the U.S. Constitution 

The Legislative Scorecards allow you to 
see how your state legislators voted on 
key issues. Notably, they evaluate state 
lawmakers based on their fidelity to the 
U.S. Constitution and America’s founding 
principles. Ensuring that state legislators 


adhere to the principles of the U.S. Con- 
stitution is essential. This is because the 
Constitution was established to “secure 
the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and 
our Posterity.” As the greatest and longest- 
lasting constitution ever written, the U.S. 
Constitution formed a federal republic that 
protects individual rights and guarantees 
state sovereignty. Moreover, Article VI, 
Clause 3 of the Constitution requires that 
all state legislators (not just their federal 
counterparts) “shall be bound by Oath or 
Affirmation, to support this Constitution.” 
Our state legislators have a lawful duty to 
uphold the Constitution, and it is vital that 
we know whether they know and appreci- 
ate what that document expects of them. 
Your state legislators’ performance, as 
determined by their willingness to follow 
the U.S. Constitution, is as significant 
as that of your U.S. representative and 
senators, if not more so. Although the 
Declaration of Independence asserts that 
the proper role of any government is to 
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Another merit of the Scorecards is that they reveal the 
voting records of state legislators without endorsing or 
opposing candidates. They are nonpartisan, and are not 
meant to advance any candidate or political party. 
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including the Bill of Rights, are creations of the several states, which act as sovereign entities and 


derive their power from the people. 


safeguard the “unalienable Rights” of the 
people, we must remember that both the 
U.S. Constitution and the Declaration of 
Independence are creations of the states. 
Indeed, it’s the several states, acting as 
sovereign entities that derive their power 
from the citizens, that make the United 
States a single nation and provide for our 
federal system of government. Federal- 
ism is the U.S. Constitution’s framework 
that permits a limited national govern- 
ment with few and defined powers while 
maintaining state sovereignty. Its divi- 
sions of power and checks and balances 
between the national government and 
the states are indispensable to prevent- 
ing tyranny. Article I, Section 8 of the 
Constitution enumerates the powers of 
Congress. Powers not delegated to the 
national government, which are numer- 
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ous and indefinite, are reserved to the 
states or to the people. Would you de- 
scribe your state legislators as constitu- 
tionalists who serve as primary guard- 
ians of the people’s liberty? 

It’s true that Congress routinely usurps 
powers not granted to it by the Constitu- 
tion, but we should keep in mind that near- 
ly half of Congress is comprised of former 
state legislators. More pertinent, however, 
is what James Madison, the Father of the 
Constitution, warned about in his 1789 
speech proposing the Bill of Rights. He 
recognized that in certain situations there 
would be more “danger” of “powers being 
abused by the state governments than by 
the government of the United States.” He 
noted that “some states have no bills of 
rights, there are others provided with very 
defective ones, and there are others whose 
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bills of rights are not only defective, but 
absolutely improper.” Presently, much 
the same could be said about the 50 state 
constitutions, many of which still do not 
provide adequate protections for our rights 
and freedoms. 

Thankfully, the Bill of Rights, consist- 
ing of “further declaratory and restrictive 
clauses,” was added to the U.S. Constitu- 
tion to “prevent misconstruction or abuse 
of its powers” by either the national gov- 
ernment or the states. For example, the 
First Amendment to the U.S. Constitu- 
tion has a “restrictive” emphasis that is 
addressed exclusively to “Congress,” 
prohibiting the national government from 
intruding on areas of state sovereignty, 
whereas the Second Amendment begins 
with a “declaratory” phrase proclaiming 
a citizen-led “Militia” as being necessary 
for the security of a “free State,” thereby 
enshrining an individual right. Similarly, 
the Ninth and 10th Amendments make a 
critical distinction between the “rights” 
of the people versus the “powers” of 
government, as is the case elsewhere 
throughout the Constitution. Neverthe- 
less, the federal courts have unconsti- 
tutionally incorporated almost every 
provision of the Bill of Rights directly 
into the states via the 14th Amendment. 
This has effectively nationalized the Bill 
of Rights, weakening federalism. Have 
your state legislators voted to pass bills 
that infringe upon your rights protected 
by the Second, Fourth, or Fifth Amend- 
ments? Does your state legislature use 
its powers under Article VI and the 10th 
Amendment to nullify unconstitutional 
federal edicts? 


Preserving Freedom 
Through Education 
The Legislative Scorecards can be viewed, 
downloaded, and printed for all 50 states 
at TheFreedomIndex.org. Organized by 
session year, they rate every member of 
every state legislature. Each Scorecard 
features a single legislator, showing how 
he or she voted on six key issues. Votes are 
selected in terms of their constitutional im- 
plications and costs to the taxpayers. Both 
lifetime scores and session-year scores are 
calculated. The Scorecards help you to 
discern between the rhetoric of your state 
legislators and their actual voting records. 
We encourage you to read the vote de- 
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scriptions in the Legislative Scorecards. 
They summarize the votes and explain 
why they are constitutional or not. You 
can think of them as mini-lessons on 
the U.S. Constitution! They serve as an 
excellent resource for promoting discus- 
sion of the Constitution, and their consti- 
tutional focus is what distinguishes the 
Scorecards of The New American and The 
John Birch Society from those of other 
so-called conservative groups. President 
George Washington informed his fellow 
citizens that “the Constitution is the guide 
which I never can abandon.” He viewed 
the Constitution, undergirded by religion 
and morality, as the solution to preserving 
America’s independence and prosperity. 
Likewise, the Legislative Scorecards are 
intended to educate the American people, 
candidates, and state legislators on the 
principles of the U.S. Constitution. 
Another merit of the Scorecards is that 
they reveal the voting records of state 
legislators without endorsing or oppos- 
ing candidates. They are nonpartisan, and 
are not meant to advance any candidate or 
political party. They’re designed so that 
citizens can exhort or admonish Republi- 
cans, Democrats, or Independents when it 
comes to enforcing the U.S. Constitution. 


Wem weet 


In fact, the Scorecards prove that the battle 
to save this country won’t be won by sim- 
ply voting for a specific political party. 
According to data from the Scorecards 
in 2023, out of the more than 7,380 state 
lawmakers in the United States, fewer 
than 200 received perfect, 100-percent 
scores by voting constitutionally on each 
selected vote. By this measure, just three 
percent of state legislators, irrespective 
of party affiliation, are consistently abid- 
ing by the U.S. Constitution. The aver- 
age constitutional score by major party 
nationwide was a disappointing 62 per- 
cent among Republicans and a dismal 14 
percent among Democrats. Some “red 
state” legislatures, such as South Caro- 
lina (50 percent), Nebraska (47 percent), 
Georgia (47 percent), and Indiana (42 
percent), had an average constitutional 
score by Republicans that was less than 
their party’s national average, and did 
not have a single constitutionalist who 
received a 100-percent score without 
missing any votes. At the same time, 
Democrats in Oklahoma (44 percent) and 
Alabama (43 percent) on average outper- 
formed Republicans in Indiana. Despite 
Republicans in Florida (80 percent), Ohio 
(76 percent), and Kentucky (72 percent) 
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receiving score averages that exceeded 
their party’s national average, they also 
did not have a constitutionalist with a 
perfect, 100-percent score. States with 
the highest overall legislator averages 
and multiple perfect-score constitutional- 
ists were Alabama and Arkansas (56 per- 
cent) and Louisiana (55 percent). States 
with the lowest overall averages and no 
perfect-score constitutionalists were the 
“blue states” of Delaware (18 percent) 
and Massachusetts (24 percent). 

The Legislative Scorecards cover a 
variety of topics related to legislative 
activity occurring in the several states. 
For instance, state lawmakers across the 
country, predominantly “conservative” 
Republicans, are being misled into in- 
troducing and passing resolutions that 
would apply to Congress for a “conven- 
tion of states” under Article V of the U.S. 
Constitution. These efforts to hold anoth- 
er constitutional convention (Con-Con) 
ought to be resisted. Instead of failing to 
uphold their oath of office and attempting 
to rewrite the U.S. Constitution, state leg- 
islators should act to immediately nullify 
all unconstitutional federal laws. When- 
ever the federal government assumes 
undelegated powers, in clear violation 
of the 10th Amendment, nullification of 
such acts is the proper remedy. Article V 
was designed to correct potential errors 
or defects in the Constitution, not to ad- 
dress those who “misconstrue or abuse 
its powers.” The states must use Article 
VI to enforce the Constitution, not use 
Article V to change it. 

Freedom-loving Americans have 
plenty to be concerned about, consider- 
ing that the vast majority of legislators 
are voting in blatant disregard of the 
U.S. Constitution. As Ronald Reagan 
said, “Freedom is never more than one 
generation away from extinction.” We 
cannot depend on politicians to be the 
sole advocates of constitutionalism. The 
American Founders viewed the Consti- 
tution’s federal system as a means of 
self-government whereby sovereignty, 
rights, and power reside in the individ- 
ual and then extend outward in society 
to include institutions of civil govern- 
ment. In other words, self-government, 
under God, begins with the individual. 
It involves concentric circles of respon- 
sibility and citizenship. A free and well- 
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governed society is an inward-outward 
and bottom-up process, not a top-down 
imposition. Our Republic will not be 
restored overnight, but our commitment 
to ensuring that the Constitution is read, 
respected, and reinforced is imperative. 
Yet, for us to act well, we need knowl- 
edge, which comes from learning. Each 
generation of Americans must be taught 
Americanism, and educating others de- 
mands that we first educate ourselves. 

Familiarize yourself with the Legisla- 
tive Scorecards, but do not stop there. 
Learn your state legislators’ names, back- 
grounds, values, and career history. Learn 
about your state government. The more 
information you have, the more effec- 
tively you can hold your state’s lawmak- 
ers accountable. Then use the Scorecards 
to inform your fellow citizens about how 
their legislators are voting with regard to 
constitutional principles. 

Let us remain vigilant and never take 
our rights or freedoms for granted. In 
America, we get the government we 
deserve. There are those who actively 
seek to destroy our Constitution. If we 
don’t rein in their plans at the state level, 
it isn’t likely we’ll do it at the national 
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level. It’s time to take a stand for Ameri- 
canism. We must work hard and make 
choices for liberty — it will not happen 
otherwise! 


Steps You Can Take Now 

The 2025 legislative sessions in state capi- 
tols are fast approaching, and this year’s 
campaign season brings plenty of oppor- 
tunities to think constitutionally and act 
locally. Regardless of the state you live in, 
you can make a difference. Your efforts 
today will help preserve our freedoms to- 
morrow. You can take the following steps 
right now: 

¢ Share the latest Legislative Scorecards 
with your friends, family, and colleagues, 
as well as with those who have influence 
in our communities and are members of 
our churches, schools, local businesses, 
and civic groups. Use social media to 
spread the message. 

* Organize literature drops to distribute 
the Scorecards in your local district to in- 
form people about your legislators’ voting 
records. Select households where you can 
have the most impact (e.g., “conserva- 
tives” or registered voters). 

¢ Bring the Scorecards to town hall 


meetings, gun shows, fairs, etc. Be sure 
to ask permission from the event organiz- 
ers. If you can, arrange an interview with 
local media. 

* Contact and meet with your state leg- 
islators, candidates, and their staff mem- 
bers. Mention the Legislative Scorecards 
and highlight your legislators’ perfor- 
mance. Listen, and then explain why their 
votes were or were not constitutional. 

¢ Write “thank you” letters to legisla- 
tors who scored 83 percent or higher on 
the Scorecards. Your appreciation will en- 
courage them to continue to vote in align- 
ment with constitutional principles. 


Scorecard User Guide 

The following list contains instructions 
for navigating and using the state Legis- 
lative Scorecards: 

* Getting started: Visit the TheFreedom- 
Index.org or TheNewAmerican.com/ 
Freedom-Index. Scroll down to the map 
of the United States under “State Legisla- 
tor Voting Records.” 

¢ Mobile shortcut: You can also add 
TheFreedomIndex.org shortcut to your 
mobile device for quick access. For iOS 
users, go to the home page, swipe down, 
and tap the share icon at the bottom of 
your screen. Swipe up until you see 
“Add to Home Screen.” Tap it and then 
tap “Done.” For Android users, go to the 
home page. Hit the three vertical dots at 
the top. Above “Desktop site” you will 
see the “Add to Home screen” option. 
Click on it. In the popup, edit the name 
of the shortcut if you want to, and then 
tap “Add.” 

¢ Finding the Scorecards: Click a state 
on the map. You can search for members 
of the state legislature by name, session, 
party, or chamber. Click a member to 
view his or her voting history and scores. 
Here you can “Print Latest Scorecard” or 
customize your Scorecard. You can also 
view vote reports and search for specific 
legislation. 

¢ Saving and sharing the Scorecards: 
You can copy the links of Scorecard pages 
by clicking “Copy shortcut to Clipboard” 
near the bottom. Then simply copy and 
paste the URLs of the PDFs for sharing. 

¢ Distributing the Scorecards: The 
“Scorecard Power Pyramid” (link: https:// 
gojt.us/spp9) is an excellent guide for dis- 
tributing the Scorecards. ll 
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STORY ___ 


AP Images 


by Ty Bodden 


TT: New American publishes the 
Freedom Index, which rates U.S. 
representatives and senators on 
their adherence to constitutional principles 
such as limited government and fiscal re- 
sponsibility. Since 2022, we’ve expanded 
to include state Legislative Scorecards, 
rating state legislators across all 50 states. 
These Scorecards highlight the influence 
state legislators have on daily life, often 
more so than federal officials. Each year, 
594 key votes are selected — six from the 
upper house and six from the lower house 
in each state, as well as from Nebraska’s 
unicameral chamber — reflecting legis- 
lators’ commitment to these principles. 
Higher scores indicate stronger adherence 
to the Constitution. Our research depart- 
ment reviewed every 2023 vote to identify 


Ty Bodden is a legislative researcher for The John 
Birch Society. 
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,back against Agenda 2030 and defending property 
rights, others — even conservative-leaning states — 
are embracing carbon-sequestration technology and 
implementing the war On farmers. 


THE STATE OF THE 
STATE LEGISLATURES 


This article lays out the best and worst of The New 
American's state Legislative Scorecard votes from 2023. 


the five best and worst pieces of legislation 
for the state Scorecards, in alignment with 
The John Birch Society’s action projects. 


UN Agenda 2030 and Property Rights 
Tennessee’s SB1147 deserves high praise. 
The bill counters the UN’s globalist Agen- 
da 21 and Agenda 2030, which aim to 
control economies and societies under the 
guise of “climate change” and the Covid- 
19 pandemic. These agendas, often framed 
as “Sustainable Development Goals,” in- 
clude efforts to control the food supply and 
enforce leftist policies via Environmental, 
Social, and Governance (ESG) standards. 
SB1147 prohibits state and local policies 
that infringe on private-property rights 
without due process. This includes poli- 
cies tied to Agenda 21, Agenda 2030, and 
the UN’s net-zero emission goals, as well 
as any international laws conflicting with 
the U.S. or state constitution. This model 
legislation should be replicated nationwide 
to push back against globalism. 


Other states also acted against Agenda 
2030 and globalist policies. As noted in 
our 2023 Scorecards, Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Kansas, North Carolina, and West 
Virginia either banned or attempted to 
prohibit companies in the financial sector 
from implementing “social credit scores” 
to influence their customers’ purchases 
and business activities. These states also 
blocked or worked to block ESG criteria 
from being used in investment and con- 
tracting decisions for state and local gov- 
ernments. Meanwhile, Iowa, North Dako- 
ta, South Dakota, and Wyoming had bills 
to protect property rights and prevent land 
grabs for projects such as carbon-capture 
pipelines. Conversely, Indiana and West 
Virginia supported carbon-sequestration 
initiatives. 

The California Assembly passed AB408, 
the “Climate-resilient Farms, Sustainable 
Healthy Food Access, and Farmworker Pro- 
tection Bond Act of 2024.” Though “2024” 
is in the title, the bill actually passed the As- 
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sembly in 2023. If approved, it will authorize 
$3.4 billion in bonds for various programs 
addressing “climate change,” “food insecu- 
rity,” and an “equitable economy.” This UN 
Agenda 2030-inspired measure threatens 
farmers and could lead to higher taxes for 
Californians to fund “woke” projects. Its 
socialist agenda relies on wealth redistri- 
bution, which is neither constitutional nor 
environmentally beneficial. California’s ef- 
forts reflect a broader trend across the United 
States, with many states adopting similar 
UN climate-change policies — such as en- 
vironmental grants, EV charging mandates, 
and green tax credits. Illinois even mandated 
that investment managers annually disclose 
their integration of sustainability factors — 
embracing ESG and Agenda 2030. 


Real Money 

SB100 from Missouri is another standout 
bill from 2023. It mandates that the state 
treasurer maintain a gold and silver reserve 
of at least one percent of state funds, and 
allows gold and silver coinage to be used 
as legal tender at spot prices for debts. Pub- 
lic entities are also prohibited from man- 
dating payment in central bank digital cur- 
rencies (CBDCs). Although the bill passed 


The real and the fake: Several states are taking steps to return to sound money and the gold 


the state Senate, it did not progress further. 
The Federal Reserve Act of 1913 has led 
to the near-total depreciation of the U.S. 
dollar, making SB100 a vital step toward 
restoring sound money and upholding the 
U.S. Constitution’s monetary provisions. 
This bill supports the restoration of con- 
stitutional money and the gold standard, 
while opposing dangerous CBDCs. 
Several states, including Alaska, Arkan- 
sas, Idaho, Mississippi, New Jersey, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Tennessee, and 
Wyoming, also advanced legislation pro- 
moting sound money by embracing gold 
and silver and taking steps toward return- 
ing to the gold standard. States such as 
Alabama, Arizona, Georgia, and Louisiana 
worked to ban CBDCs, preventing state 
agencies from accepting or testing them. 
Unfortunately, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Kentucky, and South Dakota passed bills in 
at least one chamber or signed into law leg- 
islation embracing such digital currencies. 
Additionally, legislation known as the 
Second Amendment Financial Privacy Act 
gained traction. This act aims to close po- 
tential gun-tracking loopholes by prohibit- 
ing financial institutions from using unique 
merchant codes for purchases at firearm or 
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standard — abandoned by the United States in the last century. Others are dangerously moving 
toward accepting a central bank digital currency, paving the way for even more government 


surveillance. 
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ammunition retailers. States such as Flor- 
ida, Idaho, North Dakota, and Texas em- 
braced such measures, working to ensure 
that banks cannot flag or freeze cards due 
to firearm purchases. 


Defend the Guard 

New Hampshire, Arizona, and Montana 
embraced bills to nullify unconstitutional 
federal deployments of the National Guard 
unless a congressional declaration of war 
is issued, as required by the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. Article I, Section 8, Clauses 11 and 
15 grant only Congress the power to de- 
clare war. The last formal declaration of 
war under this article was against Japan on 
December 8, 1941, with subsequent dec- 
larations against Germany and Italy. All 
foreign conflicts since then have lacked 
constitutional legitimacy. 

The Constitution’s Article VI provides a 
solution to federal overreach by affirming 
that only laws consistent with the Consti- 
tution are supreme, or valid, allowing for 
nullification of unconstitutional federal 
laws. Adherence to this principle could 
significantly reduce current federal spend- 
ing and government size, as much of it is 
unconstitutional. 

New Hampshire’s HB229 exemplifies 
this commitment to nullification. Although 
it did not pass the state Senate, it serves 
as a model for other states. Many other 
strong, modern-day examples of nullifica- 
tion exist. For example, Louisiana passed 
SCR21, affirming its right to nullify uncon- 
stitutional federal acts. In Wyoming, two 
major nullification bills passed the House 
— one against health mandates imposed by 
the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention (CDC) and World Health Or- 
ganization, and another establishing com- 
mittees to review federal actions for their 
constitutionality and impact on state sov- 
ereignty. Conversely, states such as New 
York are allowing more federal control by 
mandating adherence to CDC guidelines in 
nursing homes. Efforts such as Oklahoma’s 
and South Carolina’s bans on foreign land 
ownership reflect states’ attempts to protect 
their sovereignty. 

Additionally, Alabama, Arizona, 
Georgia, and Kentucky are working 
to nullify unconstitutional federal gun 
laws, targeting a wide range of firearm 
restrictions from past, present, and fu- 
ture federal mandates. 
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Ranked-choice Voting 

Idaho’s H179, signed into law by Gover- 
nor Brad Little in March 2023, is a key 
measure for ensuring election integrity 
by banning ranked-choice voting (RCV). 
RCV undermines the electorate’s ability to 
select the best candidate, favors moderate- 
to-leftist politicians, and complicates the 
ballot process — potentially delaying elec- 
tion outcomes. 

In addition to Idaho, Arizona, Missouri, 
Montana, North Dakota, and South Dakota 
introduced bills to prohibit RCV, and Utah 
proposed a ban on instant runoff voting 
in municipal elections. Conversely, states 
such as Oregon and Vermont took steps to 
implement RCV. Nevada passed a resolu- 
tion to amend its constitution to adopt the 
National Popular Vote Interstate Compact, 
potentially allocating all its electoral votes 
to the national popular vote winner during 
presidential elections, thus undermining 
our republican system of government. This 
proposal will be voted on again in 2025 
before being put to Nevada voters in 2026. 

Challenges to election integrity emerged 
in other states. Michigan enacted a law re- 
quiring ballot drop boxes; Minnesota and 
Washington implemented automatic voter 
registration linked to driver’s license ap- 
plications, raising concerns about voter 
fraud; and Rhode Island approved free ID 
cards for illegal immigrants. 

On a positive note, several states 
strengthened election-integrity measures. 
Alabama, Arkansas, and Mississippi 
passed or proposed bills to restrict ballot 
harvesting and drop-box usage. Mississip- 
pi enhanced post-election audits, restricted 
voting to U.S. citizens, and improved vot- 
er-roll maintenance. Nebraska introduced a 
voter ID law, Texas increased penalties for 
illegal voting, and Idaho removed student 
IDs as valid voting identification. 

Oklahoma and Texas withdrew from the 
Electronic Registration Information Cen- 
ter (ERIC), a program that lacks transpar- 
ency and has data-management issues. 
ERIC, funded by George Soros, has been 
criticized for inflating voter rolls rather 
than cleaning them up. 


Support Your Local Police 

Montana’s HB604, although not passed by 
the House or voted on in the Senate, aimed 
to strengthen local law enforcement by re- 
quiring federal employees to obtain written 
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Foreign entanglements: U.S. servicemen have been deployed to fight on behalf of other 
countries, and the United States has entered unconstitutional agreements, engaging in conflicts 
without proper congressional approval. Thankfully, some states are pushing back. 


permission from the county sheriff before 
conducting any “arrest, search, or seizure,” 
with certain exceptions. It also sought to 
invalidate any federal law granting federal 
employees sheriff-like authority. 

This bill was grounded in the principle 
of preserving local law-enforcement au- 
thority, a core aspect of the U.S. Constitu- 
tion’s federal system, which decentralizes 
power and protects state sovereignty. The 
10th Amendment reserves powers not del- 
egated to the federal government, or pro- 
hibited to the states by the Constitution, to 
the states or the people. 

Local law enforcement is vital for com- 
munity accountability, and federal involve- 
ment through grants and militarization can 
undermine this accountability, turning 
local police departments into extensions 
of federal power. Historically, national- 
ized police forces have been used to en- 
force tyranny; it is essential to keep law en- 
forcement local and independent in order 
to safeguard freedom. 


State-mandated Kindergarten 

One of the most concerning bills of 2023 
was Alabama’s HB43, which proposed 
requiring children to complete kinder- 
garten or demonstrate readiness for first 
grade before entering first grade. The U.S. 
public education system, plagued by poor 
academic performance and harmful ide- 


ologies, represents a significant burden on 
taxpayers. HB43 would have mandated 
kindergarten for all children, encroaching 
on parental rights and further expanding 
the failing government-run school sys- 
tem. Thankfully, this bill did not pass in 
the Senate. 

Similar troubling trends are evident in 
other states. Colorado, Nevada, Oregon, 
Utah, and Vermont moved toward taxpayer- 
funded preschool programs. Idaho passed a 
bill creating childcare grants, while Indiana 
expanded its Minority Teacher Scholarship 
program, promoting racial bias. North Da- 
kota’s “mandatory dyslexia screenings” 
legislation further illustrates government 
overreach in education. Legislation man- 
dating the introduction or expansion of free 
school meals was pushed in states such as 
Delaware, Louisiana, Minnesota, New 
Mexico, Vermont, Washington, and West 
Virginia. Oklahoma’s and Pennsylvania’s 
bills requiring high-school students to com- 
plete a Free Application for Federal Student 
Aid infringe on personal financial choices 
and privacy. 

On a positive note, states such as Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, New Hampshire, North 
Carolina, Ohio, and Pennsylvania intro- 
duced bills to protect parental rights and 
limit public-school authority over issues 
such as pronouns, medical services, and 
instructional content for sexual education. 
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These bills aim to safeguard students and 
parents from government overreach. 


Gun Control Con-Con 

California’s SJR7, pushed by Governor 
Gavin Newsom, seeks to call an Article 
V constitutional convention to propose 
amendments on “firearms regulations and 
prohibitions.” This resolution is deeply 
concerning, as the potential for changes to 
the Constitution is a legitimate threat. 

Article V of the U.S. Constitution pro- 
vides two methods for amendments — 
through Congress, or through a conven- 
tion called by Congress upon application 
by two-thirds of the state legislatures. The 
latter method was designed to address con- 
stitutional deficiencies and is untested. The 
1787 Philadelphia Convention, originally 
intended to revise the Articles of Confed- 
eration, ended up drafting an entirely new 
Constitution, which raises concerns that a 
modern convention could exceed its man- 
date and alter the Constitution. The absence 
of definitive rules for such conventions 
adds to the risk of changes. Instead of risk- 
ing a convention, legislators should focus 
on nullifying unconstitutional federal laws 
and enforcing the Second Amendment. 

In 2023, several states — including Ari- 
zona, Arkansas, Delaware, Kansas, Mon- 
tana, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Tennes- 
see, Texas, West Virginia, and Wyoming 
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— considered resolutions calling for bal- 
anced budget amendments and term limits. 
If Congress adhered to the Constitution, a 
balanced budget amendment would be un- 
necessary, since spending money on only 
constitutionally authorized programs — as 
every U.S. representative and senator is re- 
quired to do — would eliminate the fiscal 
crisis. And term limits, which would limit 
the franchise by denying the right to vote for 
term-limited politicians and also make the 
term-limited representatives “lame ducks,” 
were deliberately omitted by the framers. 
Fortunately, North Dakota and Oregon 
moved to rescind their convention applica- 
tions last year. 

Minnesota and Colorado passed reso- 
lutions advocating for an Equal Rights 
Amendment (ERA) to the U.S. Constitu- 
tion. The option to ratify the ERA, initially 
introduced in 1972, expired in 1982, with 
several states rescinding their ratifications. 

Missouri’s HJR43 aimed to protect its 
constitution and uphold republican gov- 
ernance by proposing a supermajority re- 
quirement for future constitutional amend- 
ments. Ohio’s SJR2 also sought to increase 
the threshold for constitutional amend- 
ments to 60 percent of the vote. 


Illegal Aliens as Law Enforcement 
Illinois’ HB3751, signed into law by Gov- 
ernor J.B. Pritzker, is one of the most trou- 


Government schools: States are pushing to 
mandate kindergarten and forcing taxpayers 

to fund preschool programs, allowing 
indoctrination to begin at an even earlier age. 
These policies strip parents of their God-given 
rights and grant more power to the government. 


bling bills of 2023. It allows individuals 
with Deferred Action for Childhood Arriv- 
als, or DACA, status to apply for law-en- 
forcement positions, such as police officer 
or deputy sheriff. This means noncitizens 
could potentially arrest American citizens, 
a significant departure from traditional 
law-enforcement practices. 

Similar legislation was pursued in 
states such as California, Colorado, and 
Wisconsin. 

Rhode Island passed a law providing 
free ID cards to illegal immigrants, and 
a bill to reduce the maximum penalty for 
misdemeanors to 364 days, preventing il- 
legal immigrants from being reported to 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement, 
passed the Rhode Island Senate. New 
Mexico approved legislation allowing il- 
legal aliens under 21 years old to apply for 
Special Immigrant Juvenile status, facili- 
tating their path to permanent residence. 
Utah established a new health-insurance 
plan to extend benefits to noncitizens. 

In contrast, New Hampshire’s SB132 
aimed to prohibit sanctuary policies, but 
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failed to pass. This bill would have pre- 
vented state and local governments from 
offering sanctuary to illegal immigrants. 
Instead of adopting policies that un- 
dermine the rule of law and citizenship, 
states should use their 10th Amendment- 
specified powers to address illegal im- 
migration and ensure public safety. Bills 
such as those listed above contribute to 
the broader issue of uncontrolled migra- 
tion, which is part of a strategy to in- 
tegrate the United States into a North 
American Union and reshape its demo- 
graphics, impeding assimilation and 
threatening American sovereignty. 


Abortion and Gender-affirming Care 
Oregon’s HB2002, signed into law, asserts 
that individuals have a “fundamental right” 
to “abortion,” “sterilization,” “contracep- 
tion,” and “gender-affirming treatments.” 
This legislation, which merges abortion and 
gender-affirming care coverage, is among 
the worst bills of 2023. It violates the gov- 
emmment’s duty to protect life as outlined in 
the Declaration of Independence, which af- 
firms the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness. Both the Declaration and the 
U.S. Constitution uphold the fundamental 
right to life, and this includes the lives of the 
preborn and minors. 
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Many states weakened or tried to 
weaken abortion laws, with goals ranging 
from establishing abortion rights through 
legislation or constitutional amendments 
(e.g., Nevada, Virginia) to reducing pen- 
alties for providing abortions (e.g., Mich- 
igan, New Hampshire, South Dakota) and 
expanding abortion services (e.g., Colo- 
rado, New Jersey). Some states, such as 
Maine, Minnesota, New York, and South 
Carolina, considered bills supporting hor- 
mone therapy and “gender-reassignment 
surgery” for minors. California’s AB957, 
which was rightfully vetoed by Gover- 
nor Gavin Newsom, proposed using a 
parent’s affirmation of a child’s gender 
identity in custody decisions. 

Other states embraced bills allowing 
pharmacists to dispense over-the-counter 
birth-control and revised definitions of 
sexual orientation to be more inclusive. 
Illinois’ SB1909 targeted pro-life preg- 
nancy centers, accusing them of “unfair 
competition” and “deceptive practices,” 
while Maine, Maryland, and New Mexico 
pushed to mandate taxpayer funding for 
reproductive and “gender-affirming care.” 
West Virginia’s Senate tabled a strong pro- 
life bill that would have eliminated excep- 
tions for rape and incest. 

Amid these developments, several states 
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took steps to protect life and restrict abor- 
tion. Arizona, Arkansas, Kansas, Montana, 
Ohio, Tennessee, Utah, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin either enacted laws or voted on 
bills to safeguard infants born alive and to 
protect minors from “gender-reassignment 
surgeries.” 


Attack on Free Speech 
in the Name of Civil Rights 
Among the worst legislation of 2023, 
Maine’s LD868 stands out. This bill 
expands the Maine Civil Rights Act to 
include protections against actions that 
cause “emotional distress” or “fear of vi- 
olence.” It allows the state attorney gen- 
eral to take legal action to uphold these 
rights, and empowers affected individu- 
als to seek relief through civil lawsuits. 
This legislation poses a significant threat 
to First Amendment-protected rights, as 
pursuing legal action based on “emotion- 
al distress” or “fear of violence” could 
lead to infringements on free speech. The 
terms used in the bill are broad and vague, 
meaning interpretation will be subjective. 
Unfortunately, this bill was signed into 
law by Governor Janet Mills. 

* OK Ok 
The Freedom Index and Legislative Score- 
cards highlight both positive and negative 
legislative actions. States such as Tennes- 
see and Missouri advanced constitutional 
values and sound money, while Califor- 
nia’s push for a constitutional convention 
and Illinois’ expansion of law-enforce- 
ment jobs to noncitizens will pose chal- 
lenges to the Republic. 

These Scorecards are vital for evaluat- 
ing how well state legislators adhere to 
limited government, fiscal responsibil- 
ity, and national sovereignty, and help 
citizens stay informed and hold elected 
officials accountable. Moving forward, 
it’s essential to advocate for policies that 
uphold the Constitution and reject those 
that undermine our rights. Publications 
such as The New American, through the 
Freedom Index, play a crucial role in 
preserving our nation’s core values. For 
more detailed information on the Score- 
cards, visit TheFreedomIndex.org. For 
more details on state Scorecards and how 
to utilize them, see the previous article 
in the magazine titled, “State Legislative 
Scorecards: Think Constitutionally, Act 
Locally!” 
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MOTHERHOOD: 
THE HIGHEST CALLING 


by Selwyn Duke 


hat is the most important job in the world? Is it 

\ X / being the president of the United States? Is it being 

a scientist working on cold fusion, now considered 

the “holy grail” of energy innovation? Is it toiling away as a 

researcher seeking a cure for cancer? Is it being a military gen- 

eral, protecting the homefront from external enemies? While all 

these jobs matter, a lot, they all pale in comparison to another 

job: That of the person who gives birth to and helps raise the 
presidents, scientists, researchers, and generals: mother. 

This is because motherhood isn’t just a job, or even just an 
adventure. It’s a calling. 

Sadly, though, it’s a calling that has been called in this mod- 
ern age many things most unflattering. There was a time when 
a “stay-at-home mom” was identified differently: a “mom.” But 
it has long since ceased being an unchallenged norm, and the 
challenges are now quite abnormal. In 2012, Democratic 
political strategist Hilary Rosen said that Ann Romney, 
wife of then-presidential candidate Mitt Romney, had “ac- 
tually never worked a day in her life.” As Crisis magazine 
pointed out at the time, too, such sentiments are uncontro- 
versial in Rosen’s milieu. They also have an interesting 
pedigree. Friedrich Engels, co-author of The Communist 
Manifesto with Karl Marx, wrote that “the first condition 
for the liberation of the wife is to bring the whole female 
sex back into public industry.” French feminist icon Si- 
mone de Beauvoir even suggested this be accomplished by 
force. “No woman should be authorized to stay at home to 
raise her children,” she stated in 1976. “... Women should 
not have that choice, precisely because if there is such a 
choice, too many women will make that one.” 

De Beauvoir certainly was right on one matter: Many 
women, even today, wil] make that choice. Rosen is a 
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lesbian who lived with another female, adopted children, then 
separated; Engels was a childless man who, back in the 19th 
century already, had not a wife but a “partner”; and de Beauvoir 
was a childless, polyamorous woman. As for the “normals,” 
though, a 2015 Gallup poll found that 56 percent of women 
with children under 18 preferred staying home with their kids 
to having a career, and a Motherly survey last year showed 
that more are now doing so, too — 24 percent in 2023 vs. 15 
percent in 2022. 

These women are choosing that higher calling, often while 
not even fully grasping that it is higher and not fully realizing 
that the careerism they’ re rejecting may glitter, in the right light, 
but is not gold. No one explained this better than happy-warrior 
philosopher G.K. Chesterton. Commenting in the early 1900s 
on “women’s liberation,” he found humor in how stenography 
was a common female career path at the time. 

“Ten thousand women,” Chesterton noted, “marched through 
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the streets shouting, ‘We will 
not be dictated to,’ and went off 
and became stenographers.” 

This was, of course, consid- 
ered “emancipation”; really, 
though, today the “mother” 
(i.e., stay-at-home) role re- 
quires emancipation from the 
Beauvoirists’ stigmatization. 
Chesterton did this beauti- 
fully in his 1910 book What's 
Wrong with the World? in a 
chapter not surprisingly titled 
“The Emancipation of Domes- 
ticity.” To wit: 


When domesticity, for in- 
stance, is called drudgery, all 
the difficulty arises from a 
double meaning in the word. 
If drudgery only means dreadfully hard work, I admit the 
woman drudges in the home, as a man might drudge at the 
Cathedral of Amiens or drudge behind a gun at Trafalgar. 
But if it means that the hard work is more heavy because it 
is trifling, colourless and of small import to the soul, then as 
I say, I give it up; I do not know what the words mean. To be 
Queen Elizabeth within a definite area, deciding sales, ban- 
quets, labours, and holidays; to be Whiteley within a certain 
area, providing toys, boots, sheets, cakes, and books, to be 
Aristotle within a certain area, teaching morals, manners, 
theology, and hygiene; I can understand how this might 
exhaust the mind, but I cannot imagine how it could nar- 
row it. How can it be a large career to tell other people’s 
children about the Rule of Three, and a small career to tell 
one’s own children about the universe? How can it be broad 
to be the same thing to everyone, and narrow to be every- 
thing to someone? No; a woman’s function is laborious, but 
because it is gigantic, not because it is minute. I will pity 
Mrs. Jones for the hugeness of her task; I will never pity 
her for its smallness. 


That hugeness, too, reflects the status’ specialness. An employer 
might have numerous employees and, no matter how gifted one 
might be, replace him as he would a factory-machine cog. Oh, 
a woman might upon retirement have a going-away party, but 
she does in fact go away and pass away from thought. A good 
mother doesn’t go away and is thought of even after she pass- 
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es away. Thus is there a film 
I Remember Mama and not I 
Remember Call-center Worker 
Debbie From Cubicle C. 

Yet more can still be said. A 
devoted mother is a shoulder to 
cry on when the crying needs to 
be done, she’s there to share in 
the laughter and joy when the 
laughter and joy come, she’s 
present to teach the moral les- 
sons when the morality will 
hit home, and she’s around to 
model virtue when the model- 
ing will most matter. Just as 
with inspiration, the highest 
quality of quality time can’t 
be scheduled. What’s more, to 
paraphrase Jesus, there is no 
greater love than when a man 
dies for another. A dedicated mother rejects the lure of the world 
and dies to herself, sacrificing herself for her children, subordinat- 
ing her wants to their needs, being the shoulders on which they 
stand and the wind beneath their wings. 

Of course, all this sounds glamorized enough to make a 
cynic cringe. Speaking of which, the late Supreme Court Jus- 
tice Ruth Bader Ginsburg once said on the matter, “Motherly 
love ain’t everything it has been cracked up to be. To some 
extent it’s a myth that men have created to make women think 
that they do this job to perfection.” And while many would 
say she probably could’ve been a far better stay-at-home mom 
than SCOTUS justice, she misunderstood. With people being 
imperfect, no one is truly worthy of being a president, scien- 
tist, researcher, general, father, or mother. Someone must be, 
though, and only humans are available to fill the role. Even 
more significantly, this isn’t about the impossibility of living 
up to an ideal, but what role for a woman is ideal. 

Fulfillment of it is ideal for society, too. The family is the 
central building block of civilization, and mother is a central 
building block of the family. To quote Chesterton one more time, 
“This triangle of truisms, of father, mother and child, cannot be 
destroyed; it can only destroy those civilizations which disregard 
it.” Father, daycare center, and child are no equivalent. 

It is said that the “hand that rocks the cradle rules the world.” 
The more mother is present and is that hand, the less likely it 
is to be a darker one, such as government, that may rock the 
pillars of civilization as it raises the kids — and Hell. 
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Payback Time 


In a heartwarming story of bravery and 
gratitude, a man from Tomball, Texas, is 
repaying a life-saving act that a stranger 
performed for him just a few months ear- 
lier. Bryan Pederson, who was involved 
in a harrowing accident on May 16, has 
been vocal about how a single mother’s 
selflessness changed his life. 

On that fateful day, Pederson was 
caught in a severe storm and waiting at 
a traffic light when an enormous oak tree 
suddenly fell, crushing his SUV. Peder- 
son recalls how terrifying those moments 
were, trapped inside and struggling to 
breathe. “I thought it was the end,” he 
shared with PEOPLE on August 23. His 
wife, who was on the phone with him at 
the time, urged him to stay calm and find 
a way to breathe. 

As Pederson waited for help, he no- 
ticed that many cars drove past the scene 
without stopping. However, one driver, 
Veronica Marin, was different. The single 
mother of three was on the road with her 
children when she witnessed the accident. 
Without hesitation, Marin parked her car 
and rushed to Pederson’s aid. “I see the 
tree fall on the truck,” Marin later told 
KHOU, expressing disbelief at how other 
cars turned away. Driven by instinct, she 
sprang into action, determined to help a 
stranger. 

Together with another good Samaritan, 
Travis Lennon, Marin managed to pry 
open the passenger door. Despite her own 
challenges, including chronic back pain, 
Marin climbed into the wrecked vehicle 
and freed Pederson from his seatbelt. 
With her guidance and encouragement, 
Pederson maneuvered himself out of the 
crushed SUV, escaping with only a sore 
back. 

Though Marin quietly left the scene 
afterward, Pederson was determined to 
find her and express his gratitude. After 
locating her on Facebook, he discovered 
that she was facing significant hardships. 
In addition to her health issues, she was 
struggling to make ends meet, working 
tirelessly to support her family while also 
dealing with a home in desperate need of 
repairs. 

Touched by Marin’s bravery and self- 
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lessness, Pederson decided to take ac- 
tion. He started a GoFundMe campaign 
to help Marin with her financial struggles 
and home repairs, and the community 
responded generously. As of September 
19, the fundraiser had already brought in 
more than $66,000. 

Reflecting on the experience, Pederson 
was in awe of Marin’s character. “She is 
an amazing human being for what she did 
for me,” he told PEOPLE. “I feel incredi- 
bly blessed to be a part of Veronica’s story 
and would love to help change her life for 
the better.” He described Marin as a hero, 
noting her humility and genuine concern 
for others. 


Cool Shoes for School 


In Round Rock, Texas, more than 880 
students are starting the new school year 
with brand-new shoes, thanks to a collab- 
orative effort between the Round Rock 
Police Department and local organiza- 
tions. The third annual Step N2 Success 
event, held on August 27 at Kalahari 
Resorts & Conventions, provided much- 
needed footwear to students in need, 
helping them step confidently into the 
academic year. 

This year’s event marked significant 
growth compared to previous years. 
While the 2023 event served more than 
400 students, this year’s turnout more 
than doubled, with more than 880 chil- 
dren benefiting from the initiative, as re- 
ported on the city’s website. The increase 
in participation underscores the growing 
need in the community and the event’s 
impact on local families. 

Expressing gratitude for the commu- 
nity’s support, the Round Rock Police 
Department took to social media, stating, 
“Thank you to everyone who helped make 
this event a success!” The event was in- 
deed a community effort, with the Rotary 
Club of Round Rock Sunrise providing 
plush toys to the children, adding an extra 
touch of joy to the day. 

Assistant Chief Willie Richards empha- 
sized the importance of the event, pointing 
to the department’s ongoing commitment 
to supporting the community, especially 
those facing financial difficulties. “We 
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know there’s a real need,” Richards stat- 
ed, highlighting how the event is just one 
way the department strives to serve local 
families. 

“We live in the same community we 
serve, and we want to partner together to 
love on and pour into all of our commu- 
nity,” he added. 

In addition to receiving new shoes, 
each child was given tickets to a Round 
Rock Express Minor League Baseball 
game and passes to the Kalahari water- 
park. The SWAT team even joined in the 
festivities, painting nails and interacting 
with the children in a way that brought 
smiles to everyone involved. 


Bookbag Bonanza 


Reed Marcum, an 18-year-old from 
McAlester, Oklahoma, brightened the 
start of the school year for thousands of 
students by distributing 6,000 book bags 
filled with essential school supplies. This 
generous initiative marked the ninth year 
of Reed’s Back-to-School Book Bag 
Giveaway, an event that has become a 
beacon of community support across 
Oklahoma, Texas, and Arkansas. Over 
the years, his efforts have provided more 
than 33,000 backpacks and $1.3 million 
worth of school supplies to students and 
families in need. 

Reed, a sophomore at Oklahoma State 
University, shared his passion for help- 
ing students, saying, “We have been dis- 
tributing book bags and school supplies 
for nine years now, and each time it is so 
fulfilling to know we are playing a small 
part in getting kids excited about their 
education.” This annual event, held as a 
drive-thru this year, is just one of many 
ways Reed has shown his dedication to 
his community. 

The inspiration behind his philanthro- 
py comes from his involvement in 4-H, a 
youth organization focused on leadership 
and community service. In addition to the 
backpack giveaway, Reed organizes the 
annual 4-H Toy Giveaway, bringing joy to 
children and families during the holiday 
season. Last year’s toy drive saw more 
than 10,000 toys distributed to families. Mi 

— Raven Clabough 
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THE GREAT EMANCIPATION 


Contrary to multicultural, politically correct purveyors of misinformation, the Founding 
Fathers broke with age-old practices and provided for the abolition of slavery. 


1862. It was the American Founding Fathers who, in a break with millennia of human history, laid 
a foundation for the eventual abolition of slavery when they drafted the U.S. Constitution. 


by William Norman Grigg 


ists on May 6, 1987, the late Supreme 
Court Justice Thurgood Marshall de- 
nounced our nation’s charter of govern- 
ment and the framers of that document. 
At the time, Americans were commemo- 
rating the constitutional bicentennial, and 
Marshall — who had sworn a solemn oath 
to uphold and protect the U.S. Constitu- 
tion — could barely contain his contempt 
for that observance. 
Dissenting from what he called “‘a com- 
placent belief that the document is worthy 
of praise,” Marshall indicted the Found- 
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ing Fathers for their supposed lack of 
“wisdom, foresight, and sense of justice” 
and insisted that “the government they de- 
vised was defective from the start.” The 
fatal defect in the Founders’ handiwork, 
Marshall asserted, was its failure to abol- 
ish the practice of slavery outright. This 
reflected “the prevailing opinion” among 
the Founders that blacks “were so far in- 
ferior, that they had no rights which the 
white man was bound to respect ... and 
that the Negro might justly and lawfully 
be reduced to slavery for his benefit,” 
Marshall opined. Within a very short time, 
the sentiments expressed by Marshall — 
which caused shock and consternation at 
the time — became enshrined as some- 
thing of a cultural consensus. It is hardly 
an exaggeration to say that practically the 
only thing many American students know 


about George Washington or Thomas Jef- 
ferson is that both were “slave owners” 
and therefore utterly unworthy of respect. 

It’s not just students, though. Today 
many people of good will have a difficult 
time reconciling the principles of God- 
given individual rights and equal protec- 
tion under the law — concepts that were 
given such eloquent expression in our 
founding documents — with the fact that 
the Framers of the Constitution compro- 
mised on the issue of chattel slavery. Even 
many of those who revere the Founders 
and cherish their accomplishments are 
inclined to see the Framers’ handling of 
the slavery issue as a cynical exercise in 
expediency. That the Framers struck a 
compromise on slavery is indisputable. 
But that compromise, which reflected a 
sound understanding of the limitations 
of human nature and human institutions, 
was devised in such a way as to hasten 
the abolition of slavery, rather than to per- 
petuate the practice. 

The institution of chattel slavery, until 
quite recently, was embedded in nearly 
every human society. While the Framers 
of the Constitution drew upon the inher- 
ited wisdom of the ages in drafting our 
charter of government, their treatment of 
slavery represented a dramatic break with 
the past: By giving Congress the power 
to cease the importation of slaves, the 
Constitution curbed, and provided for the 
abolition of, an age-old practice that is an 
offense against human liberty. 


Compromise and Consequence 

“In no matter what field of the Euro- 
pean past we make our research,” wrote 
British parliamentarian and philosopher 
Hilaire Belloc in his study The Servile 
State, “we find, from two thousand years 
ago upwards, one fundamental institution 
whereupon the whole of society reposes; 
that fundamental institution is slavery.” 
Across the sweep of 20 centuries, Belloc 
observes, “we find no organized effort, 
nor (what is still more significant) do we 


37 


find any complaint of conscience against 
the institution which condemned the bulk 
of human beings to forced labor.” By the 
time of the American founding, Christian 
concepts of individual worth and liberty 
had permeated Western society to such 
an extent that the continued existence of 
slavery became untenable. (Significantly, 
the movement to abolish slavery was a 
distinctly Christian undertaking; there 
was no non-Christian equivalent.) 

Although the emancipation movement 
was underway by the time of the found- 
ing, slavery was still commonly practiced 
throughout the Western world. “Ameri- 
cans were not the only patrons of the in- 
stitution of slavery at the time of [Ameri- 
can] independence,” notes writer Richard 
Brookhiser in Founding Father, his biog- 
raphy of Washington. “They bought their 
slaves from African dealers. Though the 
Chief Justice of the King’s Bench had 
ruled in 1772 that any slave who set foot 
in Britain became free, slavery was not 
touched in the colonies, where nearly all 
of the slaves in the empire lived. Slavery 
was sanctioned by the Bible and by Ar- 
istotle. But, alone in a world of 
slaveholders, Americans brought 
on themselves the charge of hy- 
pocrisy, because of their princi- 
ples and their rhetoric.” 

The Framers understood that 
they lived in a society that was 
(in Alexander Hamilton’s words) 
“remote from the happy empire 
of perfect wisdom and perfect 
virtue.” Unlike the utopian so- 
cial engineers who believed that 
human customs and prejudices 
can be re-molded by the power 
of government, the architects 
of the U.S. Constitution sought 
to accommodate human nature 
and existing institutions, while 
providing for the refinement 
of justice in harmony with the 
“laws of Nature and of Nature’s 
God.” Had they been animated 
by purely self-interested motives, 
the Framers would probably have 
given the issue of slavery wide 
berth; had they less respect for 
the principles of limited govern- 
ment under law, they might have 
tried to eradicate the practice by 
decree — with disastrous results. 
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The course ultimately settled upon by the 
Framers, however unsatisfactory it may 
seem to some of those who enjoy the 
blessings of their efforts, displayed great 
wisdom and insight. 

Slavery was the most divisive issue at 
the Philadelphia Convention of 1787, and 
the resulting compromise did permit the 
continued importation of slaves for 20 
years. However, as James Madison point- 
ed out in The Federalist, No. 38, under the 
Articles of Confederation, the continua- 
tion of the slave trade was “permitted for- 
ever.” While Madison and others among 
the Framers would have preferred imme- 
diate abolition, the anti-slavery element at 
the Convention had succeeded in creating 
a framework that — if followed — could 
have brought to a rapid and orderly end 
a despicable practice that had existed for 
centuries. As Madison explained in The 
Federalist, No. 42: 


It ought to be considered as a great 
point gained in favor of humanity 
that a period of twenty years may ter- 


Abraham Lincoln recognized that the Founding Fathers set 
slavery “in the course of ultimate extinction.” 


minate forever, within these States, a 
traffic which has so long and so loud- 
ly upbraided the barbarism of mod- 
ern policy; that within that period it 
will receive a considerable discour- 
agement from the federal govern- 
ment, and may be totally abolished, 
by a concurrence of the few States 
which continue the unnatural traffic 
in the prohibitory example which has 
been given by so great a majority of 
the Union. Happy would it be for 
the unfortunate Africans if an equal 
prospect lay before them of being re- 
deemed from the oppressions of their 
European brethren! 


Beginnings of Abolition 

The constitutional provisions that pre- 
figured an end to the practice of slavery 
were explicitly acknowledged during the 
debate over ratification. “A solid founda- 
tion is laid for exploding the principles 
of negro slavery, in which many good 
men of all parties in Pennsylvania, and 
throughout the union, have already con- 
curred,” declared Federalist Tench Coxe 
in a September 1788 essay. Noah 
Webster concurred: “An imme- 
diate abolition of slavery would 
bring ruin upon the whites, and 
misery upon the blacks, in the 
southern states. The constitution 
has therefore wisely left each 
state to pursue its own measures, 
with respect to this article of 
legislation, during the period of 
twenty-one years.” 

During the Philadelphia Con- 
vention, Roger Sherman of Con- 
necticut, who opposed slavery, 
observed (as Madison recorded 
his remarks) that “the abolition 
of slavery seemed to be going on 
in the United States and that the 
good sense of the several States 
would probably by degrees 
compleat [sic] it.” “Some states 
began to act with the purpose 
of eventually ending slavery al- 
most as soon as independence 
from Britain was declared,” 
writes Clarence Carson in Vol- 
ume 2 of his authoritative series 
A Basic History of the United 
States. “In 1776, Delaware pro- 
hibited the importation of slaves 
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and removed all restraints on 
their manumission (freeing by 
the owner). Virginia stopped 
slave imports in 1778; Mary- 
land adopted a similar measure 
in 1783. Both states permitted 
manumission. In 1780, Penn- 
sylvania not only prohibited 
further importation of slaves 
but also provided that after that 
date all children born of slaves 
should be free. Similar enact- 
ments were made in the early 
1780s in New Hampshire, Con- 
necticut, and Rhode Island. In 
Massachusetts, the supreme 
court ruled that on the basis of 
that state’s constitution of 1780 
slavery was abolished there.... 
In order to protect free Ne- 
groes, Virginia made it a crime 
punishable by death for anyone 
found guilty of selling a freed 
Negro into slavery.” 

“After 1808, Congress was 
free to abolish the slave trade, as 
it did,” writes historian Thomas 
G. West in his book Vindicating 
the Founders. While it is true 
that the Constitution tolerated 
the continued practice of chattel slavery 
on a temporary basis, “it did not stand in 
the way of any state that wished to abol- 
ish slavery,” continues West. “Congress 
could cut off the slave trade after twenty 
years. Congress could cut off the spread 
of slavery to new states and to the western 
territories. Congress could regulate inter- 
state commerce in slaves. The Constitu- 
tion was not the problem. The problem 
was the absence of political will” to use 
constitutional mechanisms to hasten the 
end of institutionalized slavery. 

Once again, it is important to recog- 
nize that by devising these anti-slavery 
mechanisms, the Framers were acting to 
abolish a well-entrenched social institu- 
tion. “What is significant in the historical 
context of the time is not that the liberty- 
loving Revolutionaries allowed slavery to 
survive, but that they — even those who 
profited directly from the institution — 
went so far in condemning it, confining it, 
and setting in motion the forces that would 
ultimately destroy it,” observes historian 
Bernard Bailyn. “A successful and liber- 
ty-loving republic might someday destroy 
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Strong feelings: “[T]here is not a man living who wishes more 
sincerely than | do to see a plan adopted for the abolition of slavery,” 
George Washington once declared, giving voice to the beliefs generally 
held by the Founding Fathers. 


the slavery it had been obliged to tolerate 
at the start; a weak and fragmented nation 
would never be able to do so.” 


Founders’ Intent 
Clearly, the intention of the Framers was 
to set slavery “in the course of ultimate ex- 
tinction,” as Abraham Lincoln observed. 
In his Notes on Virginia, Thomas Jeffer- 
son expressed the hope that America was 
preparing, “under the auspices of heaven, 
for a total emancipation” of the slaves. 
Madison expressed confidence that the 
Constitution would succeed in “palliat- 
ing slavery as a deep-rooted abuse.” An- 
other noted Virginian, abolitionist George 
Mason, issued a sobering warning to his 
fellow delegates at the Constitutional 
Convention: “Every master of slaves is 
born a petty tyrant. They bring the judg- 
ment of heaven on a Country. As nations 
can not be rewarded or punished in the 
next world they must be in this. By an in- 
evitable chain of causes and effects provi- 
dence punishes national sins, by national 
calamities...” 

The same viewpoint was ardently 


championed by other lesser- 
known supporters of the new 
constitution. “A man who ex- 
ercises absolute power over 
some hundred fellow creatures, 
although he should not abuse it, 
cannot easily have a heart-felt 
sensibility of the equal rights 
of mankind, the moderation 
of a republican, and a genuine 
love of liberty,” wrote Federal- 
ist Nicholas Collin (under the 
pseudonym “A Foreign Spec- 
tator”) in Philadelphia’s Inde- 
pendent Gazetteer in Septem- 
ber 1787. “This national evil 
must indeed be abolished with 
prudence, and by degrees; but 
let it be done with all possible 
speed...” 

Writing under the pen name 
“Crito,” Stephen Hopkins of 
Rhode Island, a signer of the 
Declaration of Independence, 
explained how the principles of 
that document applied to black 
and white alike: 


The Africans, and the 

blacks in servitude among 
us, were really as much included in 
these assertions as ourselves; and 
their right, unalienable right to lib- 
erty, and to procure and possess 
property, is as much asserted as ours, 
if they be men. 

And if we have not allowed them 
to enjoy these unalienable rights, 
but violently deprive them of liberty 
and property ... we are guilty of a 
ridiculous and wicked contradiction 
and inconsistence [sic]. 


George Washington became a slave owner 
by inheritance — through his half-broth- 
er Lawrence’s will and his marriage to 
Martha Custis. As a planter with exten- 
sive holdings, Washington both bought 
and sold slaves, and as president he 
was cautious not to offend the powerful 
slaveholding interests in the Southern 
states by publicly agitating for emanci- 
pation. However, Washington expressed 
his repugnance for slavery to his closest 
friends, and toward the end of his life he 
acted upon his principled desire to see an 
end to the practice. 
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One of Washington’s most revealing 
statements on the subject came in 1774, 
amid increasingly brazen encroach- 
ments by the British Crown. Washington 
warned that if Americans allowed such 
usurpations to continue, “custom and 
use shall make us as tame and abject 
slaves as the blacks we rule over with 
such arbitrary sway.” Biographer James 
Thomas Flexner underscores a critical 
element of Washington’s warning: “The 
final clause in this sentence reveals dis- 
gust at the behavior of the whites, but 
even more significant is the assumption 
that the ‘custom and use’ which had de- 
based the blacks would debase whites 
equally.” 

Between the Revolution and his Presi- 
dency, Washington reflected upon the need 
to bring about “the rooting out of slavery.” 
“{T]here is not a man living who wishes 
more sincerely than I do to see a plan ad- 
opted for the abolition of slavery,” 
Washington declared on one oc- 
casion. In a conversation with his 
close friend David Humphreys, 
Washington described the “un- 
fortunate condition of the persons 
whose labors I in part employed” 
as an “unavoidable subject of re- 
gret”: “To make the adults among 
them as easy and comfortable as 
their actual state of ignorance and 
improvidence would admit, and to 
lay a foundation to prepare the ris- 
ing generation for a destiny differ- 
ent from that in which they were 
born, affords some satisfaction to 
my mind, and could not, I hoped, 
be displeasing to the justice of the 
Creator.” 

In a private letter sent to his 
friend Tobias Lear, Washington 
expressed his intention “to liber- 
ate a species of property which I 
possess very repugnantly to my 
feelings”; his intention, Flexner 
observes, “was to have the renters 
of his farms hire, ‘as they would 
do any other laborers,’ the blacks 
who had previously worked on the 
same farms as slaves.” Although 
he offered to rent his farms on 
these terms, “the end remained un- 
achieved” at the time of his death 
in December 1799. However, when 
Washington drew up his last will 
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and testament in July of that year, he made 
provision to free his slaves outright: 


Upon the decease of my wife it 
is my will and desire that all the 
slaves which I hold in my own right, 
shall receive their freedom. — And 
whereas among those who will re- 
ceive freedom, there may be some, 
who from old age or bodily infirmi- 
ties, and others who on account of 
their infancy, will be unable to sup- 
port themselves; it is my will and de- 
sire that — they shall be comfortably 
clothed and fed by my heirs while 
they live. 


After Slavery 

One of emancipation’s greatest challeng- 
es, Washington observed, was educating 
freedmen “to perceive what are the obli- 
gations of freedom.” This same challenge 


Black leader: Booker T. Washington took the name of our 
nation’s first president as his own and recognized the great 
responsibilities conferred on individuals by freedom: “To many 
of the newly liberated slaves,” recalled Washington, “it seemed 
that, now that they were in actual possession of it, freedom 
was a more serious thing than they had expected to find it.” 


was commented upon by Booker T. Wash- 
ington, America’s first widely recognized 
black leader. Unlike contemporary racial 
grievance-peddlers, Booker T. Washing- 
ton — who adopted the surname of the 
father of our country as his own — ac- 
tually experienced firsthand the “cruelty 
and moral wrong of slavery.” Neverthe- 
less, Washington did not share Thurgood 
Marshall’s contempt for the handiwork of 
our Founding Fathers. 

“T have never seen [a former slave] who 
did not want to be free, or one who would 
return to slavery,” reflected Washington 
in his memoir Up From Slavery. Writing 
just decades after chattel slavery had been 
abolished in the United States, Washing- 
ton observed that “the ten million Negroes 
inhabiting this country, who themselves or 
whose ancestors went through the school 
of American slavery, are in a stronger and 
more hopeful condition, materially, intel- 
lectually, morally, and religiously, 
than is true of an equal number of 
black people in any other portion 
of the globe.” 

As a youngster, Washington 
had seen his mother “kneeling 
over her children and fervently 
praying ... that one day she and 
her children might be free.” The 
joy that greeted emancipation was 
tempered by the understanding 
that freedom entails responsibil- 
ity as well. “The great respon- 
sibility of being free, of having 
charge of themselves, of having 
to think and plan for themselves 
and their children, seemed to take 
possession [of the newly liberated 
slaves],” wrote Washington. “In a 
few hours the great question with 
which the Anglo-Saxon race had 
been grappling for centuries had 
been thrown upon these people to 
be solved.” To many of the newly 
liberated slaves, “it seemed that, 
now that they were in actual pos- 
session of it, freedom was a more 
serious thing than they had ex- 
pected to find it.” 

Freedom was indeed a “serious 
thing” for Washington, who was 
born into slavery and destitution. 
Would that those of us who have 
not known such trials take our 
freedoms as seriously. Ml 
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Hawaiian Nightmare 


A wild story out of Waianae, Hawaii, re- 
minds us all how dangerous people can 
be and why it’s always good to be armed 
to protect yourself. Honolulu Civil Beat 
reported on September 4 that the dead- 
ly incident occurred when 58-year-old 
Hiram Silva, who was involved in a dis- 
pute with his neighbor, 42-year-old Ris- 
hard Keamo Carnate, drove a large front- 
end loader into a structure on Carnate’s 
property and then went on a shooting 
rampage in which he killed three of Car- 
nate’s extended family members. Civil 
Beat interviewed a resident in the com- 
munity, who told the news organization 
that she knew the families of both men 
involved and that “it’s just insanity at its 
peak.... Our community is hurting.” 

The dispute arose over a graduation 
party being hosted on Silva’s property 
at a tubular prefabricated structure he 
referred to as the “Silva Dome,” which 
he rented out to people for parties. The 
parties would routinely get out of control, 
leading to complaints from neighbors. 
Silva would get enraged about such com- 
plaints because he saw it as an interfer- 
ence in his business practices. During the 
most recent party held at the Silva Dome, 
partygoers were racing up and down the 
street in their vehicles. Carnate, who was 
hosting a gathering of his own, went with 
some of his family members to complain 
to the partygoers and tell them to stop 
the dangerous activity. Silva, who owns 
a construction business, got into a front- 
end loader and pushed some cars in front 
of Carnate’s home into a covered carport 
on Carnate’s property. After damaging 
Carnate’s property, Silva exited the vehi- 
cle and began shooting at Carnate’s fam- 
ily members who were standing nearby, 
hitting five people and mortally wound- 
ing three of them. Carnate was armed, 
and he pulled out a handgun and shot 
Silva, mortally wounding him. 

Police soon arrived on the scene, and 
Carnate was arrested. Carnate’s attorney, 
Michael Green, is adamant that his cli- 
ent acted in accordance with the law and 
that the shooting of Silva was a justifiable 
homicide. “This guy had to be stopped 
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before he killed more people.... This 
could’ve been much worse,” Green said 
in statements reported by Civil Beat. 

Honolulu Police Chief Joe Logan 
hosted a press conference in which he 
explained that Carnate had not yet been 
charged, but stressed that Hawaii is not a 
“stand your ground state” where there is a 
presumption in favor of a person using le- 
thal force to defend himself. Logan stated 
that anyone who uses lethal force will be 
arrested and investigated. Community 
members were outraged that Carnate was 
arrested, because he was acting to stop a 
man who was in the process of shooting 
people. Carnate’s attorney echoed those 
sentiments when he told Civil Beat that 
“this is a massacre that happened in his 
yard.... The law is pretty clear you have 
a right to use deadly force.” It should be 
noted that Carnate’s handgun was lawful- 
ly registered and the firearms that Silva 
used in the shooting were not. 

The Democratic Party controls the of- 
fices of governor and attorney general 
and both chambers of the state Legisla- 
ture in Hawaii, and laws there are not 
favorable to the right of armed self-de- 
fense. Former Deputy Prosecuting At- 
torney Doug Chin told KITV.com that, 
“under Hawaii law, you can legally use 
force against another person who’s trying 
to use unlawful force against you in order 
to protect yourself. You can actually 
under Hawaii law even use deadly force, 
but the requirements under our laws that 
allow you to use deadly force are very, 
very high. In other words, you can only 
use deadly force against someone in self- 
defense in order to protect yourself from 
some very specific things such as murder 
or attempted murder or rape or sodomy 
or kidnapping.” 

Honolulu Civil Beat reported on Sep- 
tember 9 that some state lawmakers are 
trying to change Hawaii’s self-defense 
laws. Darius Kila, a member of the Ha- 
waii House of Representatives who rep- 
resents a district near the location of the 
incident, wants to amend state law so 
people “can defend their loved ones and 
don’t have to worry about some form of 
legal repercussion.” Kila is a Democrat, 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
Sr 


but he’s joining with a group of legis- 
lators, including Republicans, to intro- 
duce new legislation in the next legis- 
lative session that removes the duty to 
retreat before using deadly force in self- 
defense if a victim is in his home or on 
his property. Such legislation has been 
introduced in the past by a bipartisan 
group of legislators, but Kila believes 
this high-profile incident might be what 
they need to get the requisite public sup- 
port for the measure to pass this time. 
“This is happening in our backyard.... 
It doesn’t mean it can’t happen in your 
backyard tomorrow,” Kila told Civil 
Beat. 

Sean Quinlan, another Democratic 
member of the Hawaii House of Rep- 
resentatives, explained his rationale for 
supporting strengthening the state’s self- 
defense laws. “For me, the genesis of the 
bill was really that I represent a very rural 
district.... We are short-staffed as far as 
police go, and even with more staffing 
the response times are always going to 
be slower in rural areas,” he told Civil 
Beat. Quinlan also explained how he was 
personally affected by crime when crimi- 
nals tried robbing his mother’s house but 
were scared off by a barking dog. “So that 
was obviously a really scary moment for 
my family.... And I looked into it and 
realized that we have this duty-to-retreat 
clause in Hawaii. And it didn’t seem fair 
to me that, hypothetically, if the robber 
had tried to enter and my parents had de- 
fended themselves [they could have been 
prosecuted].” 

Republican Representative Diamond 
Garcia added, “If a stand-your-ground 
law was passed and established here, 
hopefully this would basically give com- 
mon-sense protections to law-abiding 
citizens when they use their firearms as 
the Second Amendment [intended].... If 
somebody is encroaching on your proper- 
ty — like for instance in Waianae, where 
that suspect was ramming vehicles and 
people with his heavy equipment ma- 
chine and then shooting them — I mean, 
the homeowner used a registered firearm 
the exact way that it was intended for.” 

— Patrick Krey 
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How to Make 


by William S. Hahn, 
CEO of The John Birch Society 


fter watching the 
three-on-one debate, 
with President Donald 


Trump taking on Vice Presi- 
dent Kamala Harris and both 
ABC moderators, what struck 
me most was what was not said 
rather than what was said. 

If indeed the two largest is- 
sues on Americans’ minds are 
the economy and immigration, 
then what was missing in that 
debate is what the federal gov- 
ernment is authorized to do under the Constitution, versus what it 
has been doing under both Republican and Democratic administra- 
tions but is not authorized to do. No one gets a free pass on this one. 

Simply put, the federal government of these united States of 
America (yes, a lowercase “u” was used by the Founding Fathers) 
was created by the states through the ratification of the federal 
Constitution. The federal government exists only because the states 
delegated specific and limited powers to it. James Madison, the 
Father of the Constitution, wrote in The Federalist, No. 45, “The 
powers delegated by the proposed Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, are few and defined. Those which are to remain in the 
State Governments are numerous and indefinite.” 

“Few and defined” does not mean Congress can legislate on 
anything. Yet, that is the way Congress and many presidential ad- 
ministrations have been operating for generations. Unfortunately, 
to the great detriment of the country, the states have allowed this 
to happen. Their creation has become a behemoth, overshadowing 
the creators. 

The fact that the U.S. debt is north of $35 trillion proves this 
country has been irresponsibly governed for a very long time. So, 
how is it supposed to work? How about obeying the Constitution 
for a change? 

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution enumerates the powers 
of Congress. Legislation passed outside the enumerated powers of 
the Constitution should be nullified (declared null and void) by the 
states within their own state borders. Madison wrote in the 1798 
Virginia Resolutions that “in case of a deliberate, palpable and dan- 
gerous exercise of other powers not granted by the said compact 
[the Constitution], the states who are parties thereto have the right, 


44 


and are in duty bound, to inter- 
pose for arresting the progress 
of the evil, and for maintaining 
within their respective limits, the 
authorities, rights and liberties 
appertaining to them.” 

When Congress operates out- 
side of its limitations, it is steal- 
ing (aka usurping) responsibility 
from the states. As contained in 
the 10th Amendment, “The pow- 
ers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are 
reserved to the States respective- 
ly, or to the people.” The evil act 
of usurping powers belonging to the states should not go unnoticed 
and unpunished. States are “duty bound” to protect their rightful 
governing powers and the rights of their citizens. 

Any official who swears an oath to the Constitution is “duty 
bound” to obey and protect it. Many elected county sheriffs dem- 
onstrated this a few years ago by refusing to enforce unconsti- 
tutional Covid lockdowns. Unfortunately, many legislators are 
not aware of this duty. If the federal government had been kept 
in check by the states all along, then (we estimate) the federal 
behemoth would only be 20 percent of its current size and cost. 

Responsible governing isn’t what we get when we leave it 
solely up to political parties. They have given us orchestrated 
political theater that costs billions of dollars each election cycle. 
But, according to the Founding Fathers, there is a better way. 
They suggested using education to bring the electorate to a more 
responsible level. They even did that to build the movement for 
independence via their committees of correspondence. 

The John Birch Society has followed in the 
Founders’ footsteps to build an educated elector- 
ate that understands its duties and reins in federal 
overreach through nullification. 

Learn more by downloading our free booklet 
The Founders ’ Brilliant Solution to Big Govern- 
ment: Article VI at JBS.org/assets/pdf/Article- 
VI-Booklet.pdf. Also recommended are the 
materials on the facing page, including “What 
Degree of Madness?” by Joe Wolverton II, J.D. 

Join us, and let’s Make America STATES 
Again! Start at JBS.org. Hl 
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